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CASE of SEDUCTION: 
BEING, 


An Account of the late Proceedings at 
Paris,as well Ecclefiafical as C a 


AGAINST | 
The ReveRENpD Abbee, 
Claudius Micholas tes ues, 
FOR 
Committing RAPES upon 133 VIRGINS. : 


CONTAINING 


OL The Canon and Civil-Law relating to the 
two Kinds of Rargs. Firft, The Rape of Violence. 


Secondly, The Rape of Sédiithian’s With the: Opi- | spe 


nions of the Doctors thereupon. 


II. The feveral Depofitions exhibited againft Adon- 
fiewr pes Russ : And his Defence. 


Transuatep from the Frencn Original 


By Mr. ROGERS. 


LON DP ON: 


‘Py inted for E. Curt, over-againtt Cetherine-Strect 


in the Strand. Mm pce xx v1. Price 3 4° 6d, 


THE 


[nglth BookseLLer 
FO THE. | 


RE ADE R. 


~ No longer now like Suppliants we come, 


A Book makes War, the Seller is the Drum. } 


BPA 110” I may fafely fay with a 
ROR late learned Prelate, - upon 
Bre another Occafion, * . That, 

h when I printed the Tranfla- 

_ tion of Meibomius’s La- 

* tin Treatife, De ufa Flagrorum, in 

“ Re Medica & Venerea, Lumborum., 

“ que & Renum Officio, I never ima- 


Aaa 


c¢ ba 
‘. t Congreve. cd T he EB flop of Chefter’s oer 


of 
Coty a 


(Iv ) 

“ ined that I fhould have been engaged 
“ ¢ any Controverfy with the. Crown 
about it.? Becaufe I thought the Gen- 
tleman, whofe Performance it was, had 
- fajfeciently Apologized for his Undertak-. 
ing. But, fince, after a Period of azove 
feven Tears, my Superiours (to whom da-. 
ring Life I will ever pay fuch a De- 
ference as becomes me) have thought’ 
‘otherwife, I am fully convinced of my 
Error; and having complied with the 
Terms of the Church in publicly de-. 
claring both my Repentance avd Refolu-: 
tion of Amendment, I hope therefore 
this A& of Contrition wll appeafe thsi 
Refentment of my Profecutors. 1 
| 
THE. other Book, for which a Profecutions 
was likewife commenced again{t me, intite 
ied, Venus 47 the Cloilter : Or, the Num 
ca bey Smock, #5 @ Lranflation from the: 
French, ot bearing my Nane ;_ batt 
publilb-d laff Summer among the commom 
flerd of Novels, 0 which 1 fola one to 
an INFORMER, as any other Bookfeller 

might have done.~— Hinc ille Lacryme. 


66 


AND 


to? 
AND. now tho? I am fenfible tee Red 


_ crimination of the Faults of others will not 
in any Degree allevia'e my own, yet fince 
the Mores Hominum are to be healed. 
' through my Wounds, I will iz a@ fbort 
Time draw ap fuch a Repreientation of 
Immorality avd Profanenels, every Day 
vended. with Impunity, as would be thought 
incredible were I not to produce Vouchers 
for what I affert, which I foall take Care 
to do againft every Charge I make 


BUT before this Time, metiinks J 
heay the courteous Reader cry out, what 
has the Englifh Book/eller’s Apology to. 
do with the Cafe of a French Abdée ?. 
How are they to be connected ? Why, 
thus Gentlemen, Ovid anfwers for me, . 


Solamen miferis focios habuiffe dolores ! 


BESIDES, my Friends expre[s fome 
Concern, left this Bactum for Abbéee des - 
Kues, azd the Revival of MArveE r’s 
Works, /bould heap more Coals of Fire 
upon my Head, if fo, fome future Fox 
_ meiife enroll me in the Lift of thofe Martyrs, 

its A 2 whons 


Gy) 

whom QueEvEDO has doomed to fuffer 
for the Sins of other Men. As to the 
Principles of Marverrl will avow 
them while Ihave any Being; zay, I 
freely declare, that I have as great a 
Confidence in his DoCtrines as any Moy-. 
erist * can have for thofe of an: 
Aruanasius of Alexandria ; way, [haa 
much rather be Excommunicated with a) 
Tillotfon, a Locke, @ Clarke, or a 
Hoadley, than be canonized with a Loy-. 
ola, ¢ Becket, a. Bonner, or a.Garnet. 


AND as to the Abbée des Rues, I 
here voluntarily. deliver him up-to all. 
Patrons of good Senfe, Wit, and Learn, 
ing, as he was tran{mitted to mz with) 
the following Teftimonial which accompa 
nied the original Memoire. 

We ee E. Curll,, 


ee ee et ie dean ae eee ame 

» A Se& who derive themfelves from an old. 
Woman who left a Legacy for the Augmentation off | 
Aiy ftery- Mongers. 


SIR,. 


e 
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TUDOR 
pO OF OE OuOne 


Paris, Nov. 16th N. S. 1725. 
SER, | 


PON vifiting an unfortunate Friend 
| in the Grand Chatelet, I there 
found as agrecable, witty, tho profligate 
Fellow, as one would wilh to meet with ; but 
in his Company a Wretch of as much Dul- 
nels and Beaftiality as one would wifb to 
avoid, This oppofite Pair proved to be 
~ Wolves ina Sheeps cloathing. They were 
habited, like fecular Priefls, in {bort 
Cloaks and Bands. Their Appearance 

greatly excited my Curiofity to enquire of 
my Friend the Caufe of their Confinement. 
He told me that was a Prifon for Crimi- 
nals as well as Debtors; thzfe Gentlemen, 
added he, will themfelves acquaint you 
with the Caufe of their Committment, then 
pornting to the former, ond prefenting me 
10 him, at the fame Time, Sir, fajs the 


ll Abbée 


C vil A 


Abbee des Rues (for that was his Name) 
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I doubt not but you are furprized to 
find any of our Cloth refident in 


this Place. In order, therefore, to 


give you fome Light into our Cafe, 
as well as to prevent the Scandal 
you may otherwiie hear of us, be 


_pleafed to know, that this worthy 


entleman has long been my Conh- 
dant and Fellow-Labourer in all my 
Eeclefiaftical Fun€tions, and in fome 
of my pleafurable Operations: For, 
I freely own to you, that we have 
now and then diverted our felves af- 
ter the Way of the World, and in 
thofe peculiar and important Affairs 
he has a'ways been very faithiul to. 


* your humble Servant. Bue through 


his want of .Condu@ Cor he is a 
ftupid Animal, and if it be pofible, 
a greater Dolt than he appears to. 
be) fome few of our Adventures 
came to be publickly talked of, up- 
on which we were inftantly appre- 
hended, and a Complaint exhibite. 
ed againft us in the Eccl-fia/fical- 

Court. 


oat: 


(ix) 
Court.) A Committee of Gentle: 
men, much better Divines than Ci- 


' vilians, were, appointed to draw 


up Articles againit us, and fo-plenti- 
fully were they fupplied with Ixfor- 
mations, that at laft they knew not’ 


how to apply them. The Sum of 


our Charge amounted to the Sedz- 
cing, or endeavouring to Seduce, no 


lefs than one hundred thirty and 


three Virgins, which was making 
me, in particular, a very ufeful Mem- . 
ber of the State, whatever I. may 


prove to the Church; and, tho’ the — 
Means might be wrong, the Ezd cer- 


tainly was right according to the 
Injunction ——Increafe and Maltiply. 
‘The Committee took many Depofiti- - 
ons to. fupport their intended Charge 
again{t us ; and among the Reft a 
very pretty fanctified Piece of Nun’s 
Fleth, inftead of her Face, veiled her 
Accufation againft me in military 
Terms, depofing, that, upon my 
enquiring for her at the Turn, the 
old Lady whofe Office it was, ccn- 
Finis: ** ducting 
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-duéting me to a Parlour, I attack-— 
ed her L? Epeé @ la main, Sword 
in Hand, There were many more 
whimfical Paflages among the De- 
pofitions, which Time will not at 
prefent permit me to recount, being 
in a few Hours to appear before my: 
Judges ; nor indeed would it be to 
any Purpofe to trouble you, Sv, 
with a Repetition of them, fince. 


* the Wifdom of the Official has deli- 
-vered me over to the fecalar Power 
‘for two Inflances of SEpUCTION. 


only ; and in my Opinion, fays. 
he, inthis Memorre,|f I have 
fully refuted the Evidences again{t 
me, and cleared my felf from the uz/e 
Af/perfion charged upon me. I could 
have gone farther had I thought it 
confiftent with my Safety.” Upon 


this, he took his Leave and made m2 a 


| Zhe French Ovieinal is intituled, Memoire, rour 


Claude Nero'a: ads Rues de Borwdveviile, Diaecre de ce 
Diocefe, Licentié en Theologie de la Faculté de 
Paris, et Priévr Commandaraire de Saint Clement 
des Prez. Folio. 


Prefent 


a it sa 
Prefent of his Case, which is not to be 
perchafed here for any Sum of Money, 
and of which, he only printed a few Co- 
pies to prefent to. Perfons of Diftinction, 
hoping thereby to procure his Enlargement, 
be. being fill kept a clofe Prifoner. For 
‘you are to know that-the Crime of SE- 
DUCTION, éf proved upon any Perfon, 
‘is punifbed with much greater Severity in 
France than England, and often with 
the Lofs of Life it felf. 


NEITHER of the Abbeées, herecz. 
‘mentioned, have as yet received the Dig- 
nity of Priefthood ; bat Abbce des 
‘Rues told me he hoped to obtain that Ho- 
nour if he could procure his Liberty, and 
Leave to retire into fome foreign Country, 
gud a great Defire to fee Eng- 

anid. 


IF this Facrum for Abbée des 
Rues, and the ManveMeENT of Cardi- 
nal de Noailles will any Way add to 
your Common-Wealth of Learning, they 
ge are 


Sy | perce... 
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are heartily at jour Service, you “bef 
knowing that 


~- Habent fua fata Libelli, 


I am here, and wherefoever Providence 
alfigns me, 


Tour fincere Friend, 
AND 


very humble Servant, 


PHILALETHES, 


THE 
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Factu™M for Claudius Ni- 
cholas des Rues of Boudre- 
ville, Deacon, Graduate in Divi- 
nity of the Faculty of Paris, and 

_ Prior Commendatory of St. Cle 
ment des Prez. bed 


ener Ai HE Enemies of Monfieur des 
~la8| Rues, not content to have 
afperfed him in the Eccle- 
fiaftical Court, where the firtt 
es of all Laws fhould be thofe of 
@harity, have farther endeavoured. to de- - 
dame him. more publickly, and eyen ex- 


pected 


a The CASE 
. pected to crufh him, in citing him to the 
Bench of Secular Juftice. Thofe Men, who, 
according to the great Saint Lev, fhould 
not boaft in any thing, but that of being 
the Difciples of a mild and humble God, 
and who for the Honour of their Profeflion 
fhould, according to the antient Difcipline 
of the Church, intercede for the Clergy 
before Kings and Judges; thefe are the 
Men, who are not afhamed to publifh 
every where that they will deftroy Mon- 
fieur des Rues; they have excited the Ma- 
eiltrates, and fiill bufy themfelves to 
sanimate them againit him: . But this Tri- 
bunal, which is tremendous only to Crimi- 
nals, is the only Hope of the Accufed ; and 
Montieur des Rves finds himfelf infpired 
with the moit tender Refpect, when he ap- 
pears before thofe awful Judges, whom he 
looks upon as the Maintainers of the Ca- 
pons of the Church, Defenders of the Laws 
of the State, Protectors of the King’s Sub- 
jects, whom they opprefs; but more efpe- 
cially of the poor Ecclefiafticks,whom they 
perfecute. The Religious Court. affords 
~ no other Profpect, but the Altar on which 
they would offer him up, the Fire, the: 
Inftruments and Minifters of his Sacrifice ;, 
but the Court of Royal Juftice he looks: 
upon as the certain Refuge of his Inno-- 
cence ; itis there the Seat of Truth is fixed, 
before w hom the infamous se aes 9 
ave: 


| 
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have depofed againft him have never 


dared appear, and where the Defendant 
has already cited his proper Judges, in 
appealing from all their Proceedings as 
the greateft Abufe. , 
It is true, that the Ecclefiaftical and 
Secular Jurifdicdion have always been 
diftinguifhed, and have different Ob- 


jects; and as the Judges of the Church 


cannot determine in Prerogative Cafes, 
fo the Royal Judges leave the Judgment 
of common Offences to the Cognizance 
of the Judges of the Church. 

This Diftincion has been eftablifhed 


in all Times. For whether we recount the 


antient Ordinances, as that-of Moulins, 
Art. 40. and others, which enjoined, that 


the Ecclefiaftick fhould firft be judged by 


the Judge-Royal in the Prerogative Cafe, 
and afterwards be remitted to the Spiri- 
tual Judge for the common Offence ; or 
whether we inftance the Edi& of Melun, 


_ Art. 22. and all the following Declara- 


tions, which decreed, that the Judge-Royal 


Should fit on the Bench of the Epifcopal 


Court, and there carry on the Procefs of 
the Ecclefiaftick jointly with the Official, 


that the Accufed might be judged by the 
Spiritual Judge as to the common Offence, 


and afterwards be remitted to the Judge- 
Royal as to the Prerogative Cafe ; it muft 
be confeffed, thofe two Cuftoms, however 
B 2 different, 


aid 


4 fhe SAS 
different, unite to eftablifh this antient 
and ftedfaft Law of the Kingdom ; to wit, 
that Prerogative Cafes only are the Subject 
of Secular Juftice, as common Offences 
-are the only Subjett of Ecclefiaftical 
rece. | 
_ And fure, the Clergy, whom even 
Kings defigned to favour in giving them 
Ecclefiafticks for Judges, would be more 
unfortunate than other Men,if,for the fame 
Offences, they were obliged to appear be- 
fore two Tribunals, and undergo two 
sentences, | | 

This being premifed, it is certain that 
the Enemies of Monfieur des Rues have not 
been able to afperfe him before the Royal 
“Jndges; but ina Prerogative Cafe, diftin= 
puiimed by'Suppofitions, refembling com- 
mon Offences, upon which ‘he has been 
already judged by the Judges of the 
‘Church. 

It is not to be enquired into here, whe- 
_ ther the Accufed has violated the Difci- 
pline of the Church; but whether he has 
. violated the Laws ef the State: And though 
he be an Ecclefiaftick, he does not appear 
ina Secular Court, but asa Subject of the 
King. The Queftion is not, to know whe- 
“ther there has been Levity or Weaknefs 
in his Conduct, but whether there have 
‘been Crimes, When Monfieur des Rues is 
“before the Court to defend his Appeal ae 


e = 


: of SEDUCTION. a. 
the Abufe, he will make it appear that 
the whole Procedure is contrary to the 
Canons of the Church, and the Laws of the 
Kingdom. When he delivers his Memorial 


tothe Primacy againft the Judgment of 


idl 


Monfieur the Official of Paris, he will 
make it appear that he is innocent: But 
at prefent it is fufficient to fhew that he is 
not Guilty. And to give fome Credit 
to fuch a Memorial, Monfieur des Rues 


‘proves, | 


I, That there is not in all the Procedure 
any Prerogative Cafe, that his Enemies 
can reproach him with. 


Il. That there are Faéts in the Proce- 


dure, that prove the Animofity and Irre- 


_ gularity of it. 


Monfieur des Rues, tho’ full of that Con- 
fidence, which the Juftice of his Caufe, and 
the Equity of hisJudges infpires him withal, 
cannot diflemble the Grief he feels to be 
obliged to enter the Lifts with abandoned 


‘Women, to refute their Calumnies; and 


his Grief, like that of the Prophet, pverces 
to the Marrow of his Bones, when he calls to 


mind, that for his Defence he is obliged to _ 
— lift himfelfup againft the depofing Priefts, 


whofe divine Authority he will neverthe- 


lef refpeét to the laft Moment of his Life. 


B 3 PROPG 
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ProposiTion I 

‘The imjurious Proceeding that has been 

carried on againfi Monfieur des Rues 

does not contain any Prerogative Café 

that bis Enemies can reproach him 
wih. 


T is needlefs to fearch into the pre-: 
& tended Prerogative Cafe in the Pro-: 
ceedings that have been carried on by 
Monfieur the Official alone; for the Ec-: 
clefiaftical Judge not being fufficient of: 
himfelf ‘to ‘take Cognizance of Preroga=. 
“tive Cafes, it may be faid, either that: 
there is not any fuch in his Proceedings ; or’ 
elfe, according to Law, the Procedure is: 
“to be looked uponas null and void, and. 
‘the Default to be remedied before coming: 
“to Juftice, ati 
_ Purfuant to the EdiG of 1678, and con-: 
‘firmed by that of 1695,myLords the Judges; 
Royal are prohibited, under any Pretence: 
whatever, to judge Ecclefiafticks upon: 
Proceedings of the Officials in ordinary’ 
Cafés, and the Depofitions that have: 
been taken by the Spiritual Judge before: 
‘the Coming of the Judge-Royal, cannot’ 
remain in Force, nor be produced in the: 
Secular 


of SEDUCTION. if 
_ Secular Tribunal, unlefs they be re- 
‘examined and confronted with the Judge- 
Royal. Thus Witnefles, who have not 
been re-examined before the Judge-Royal, 
cannot make againft a Perfon accufed be- 
fore the Throne of Secular Juftice; and | 
it isin the Proceedings carried on in the 
‘Office of the Judge-Royal, that the Eire- 
‘mies of Monfieur des Rues are to find the 
Prerogative Cafe they lay to his Charge. 
_ But, if they attribute the Crime of Se - 
-duétion to the Charity Monfieur des Rues 
has had for Yeanneton Je Fort, or imagine 
an ill Defign in the ridiculous Bill a fimple 
Mother has‘produced as a Purchafe of her 
‘Child’s Honour, and which fhe does not 
ftick ‘to fay was drawn before her Face; 
- itis to wipe out thofe Notions of Malice 
that Monfieur des 'Rues propofes Expedients 
for his Defence, | 


Expedients of Attenuation as to the 
| Affair of Mrs. \e Fort. 


Af Onfieur des Rues does not blufh to 
own, that he is reproached with the 
‘Crime of a Rape, when he reflects that the 
- fame Crime has been formerly objected to 
‘the great Saint Athanafius ; and as he is 
convinced of the Difference there is be- 
tween this great Father of the pia 

| : an 
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and himfelf, he is no lefs perfuaded of the 
Refemblance that may be found between 
the factious Spirit that animated the Arian 
Perfecutors of this great Saint, and that 
which influences his own Enemies. But 
the Royal Authority which protected 

St. Athanafius, is the fole Truft of Mon- 
fieur des Rues. It relates to his King 
more nearly than to his Bifhop, and it is 
before the Judges Royal, who reprefent 
his Majefty’s Perfon, that he is bound to 
give an Account of his Conduct, and whofe 
Protection he implores. - 

The Laws diftinguifh two Sorts of Rapes; 
to wit, a Rape of Violence, which they 
call vaptum in virginem, 1.€. A Rape upon a 
Virgin ; and the Rape of Seduction, which 


they term raptum in parentes, 1.€. A° Rape | 


againft the Parents, It is true; they do not 
accufe Monfieur des Rues of any Violence, 


and he comes to demonftrate that he is not 


suilty of Seduction. 


The Rape of Seduction then, confifts in 


the Artifices, Sollicitations, and Intrigues 
which are made ufe of to entice an Inno- 
cent Daughter to quit her Parents, whe- 
ther by infpiring her with a Notion of 
Marriage to cajole her, er by making Pro- 
mifes capable to corrupt her, and always 
by abufing the Confidence of the Family, 
and the Authority they fhould have over 
the young Maid. Thus to effect a Crime 


of 


_ Of SED vic TION. a9 
of Seduction, it muft Firft, happen to an 
(a) Innoent Maiden , for, if a Libertine 
ve quits 


(a) Jul.Clar. propofes this Oueftion, Whether a Rape 
tahes place in Cafe of a Lewd Woman, and anfwers: 
Doéores tenent quod non. lib. 5. fent. §. de raptu. 
‘Raptor mulieris folute per vim, etiam ab allio 
femel cognite, & ofculatz, vel ab ipfo, non te- 
netur poena ftatuti de raptore mulieris honeftx. 
J. B. Bayard. §. de raptu. 

Raptus non committitur in muliere corrupta 
‘honefte vivente. Albert. de Rof. in 3. part. ftatut. 
‘q. 3. Caftrenf. Conf. 231. gramm. in diGam 
decif. 107. n. 5. : 

Rapiens non poterit puntri, pena flatuti punien- 
‘tis honeftam mulierem rapientem, fi non fuerit 
probatum quod tempore rapens dlls mnlier erat 
honefte vite. Czxpol. Conf 58. Aimil. Conf. 72. 
“Rim. Conf. 17. n. 16 Soc, Conf 43 vol. 2. 
© Raptts in mulierem non pote accufari, ubi 
dite qualitates non fuérint probate, videlicer, 
quod fit honeftz vite, & bon conditionis & fama. 
Marf. fing. 18. & 189. Burfat. Conf. 69. n.3. 


i.e, “Lawyers hold the contrary. The Ravifber of a 
Woman defloured by Force, if foe was ever known by 
_ another, or by himfelf, does not come under the Penalty 
of the Statute concerning the Ravifher of an ‘hondft 
“Woman. : : 

A Rape cannot be committed on a Woman tbat has 
‘been formerly debauched, tho’ fhe lives honeftly ‘at 

the Time. | ee 
__ A Rape cannot be punifbed by the Penalty of the 
_ Statute againft the Ravifber of a chafte Woman, if it 
as not proved that the Woman lived honeftly at the Time 
“of the Rape. 
A Rape on a Woman cannot be impleaded, where the 
foregoing Qualities ave not proved, to wit, that fhe is 
of honeft Behaviour, and good Fame and Conditions 


10 The CASE 

quits her Parents, the Fault fhould be 
rather attributed to her loofe Defires, than 
to the Sollicitations of a Seducer, and the 
Crime of Seduction cannot take place with 
Refpect to a young Woman who has been 
long guilty of Debauchery. Secondly, 
There muft be Proof that the Accufed 
has made repeated Effays to engage a 
Child to quit ‘her Parertts,; and it muft 
be confeffed, according to a Law pecu- 
liar to the Code, that a young Maid, 
let her have ever fo few Remains of 
Virtue, would never refolve upon fo vio- 
lent a Courfe, unlefs fhe were feduced 
by the Vifits, Afliduity, and Artifice of’ 
him fhe gives herfelf up to: Nifi etenim 
eam follicitaverit, nifi odiofis artibus circumue- 
nerit, non faciet eam ve'le in tantum dedecus 
wenire. 1.€. For unlefs he had importuned | 
her, unlefs he had beguiled her by odious Arti- 
fices, foe would not have bee content to fall into — 
So great Difgrace. Cod. de rapt. Virg. j 
I. Exped’ _, Butit is well known, that the 
ent drawn {aid le Fort was guilty of Lewd-: 
from the nefs long before the Time fhe: 
Debauchof pretends to have known Mon-: 
leFort. — fieur des Rues ; and there was: 
no other Defign but that of Charity in all! | 
his Conduct, and not that of Seduction. 


_ J. It is notorious, that long before Mon-: 
fieur des Rues had feen the faid Je Fort, ne 
| 3 made: 
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made one in feveral Parties of Pleafure 
with Meffieurs Chape and Ja Farge, in the 
Prifon of the Chatelet : That Manon Forcheron, 
who is mentioned in the Depofitions, was 
a Proftitute to Ja Furge, and the faid /e Fort 
a Proftitute to Chape ; fo that thefe two young 
Perfons joined to farther their Debauche- 
ries. The Prifon, which was the Scene 
of their criminal Revels, has more than 
twenty Witneffes of their Shame remain- 
ing; and the two Hearts interwoven, 
which are cut in the Wall by Monfieur 
Chape’s Bed-Side, with the Names of Chape 
and Feauneton Je Fort, which are written 
underneath, proclaim to Pofterity, that 
this young Woman, like the Heroes of 
old, intended her Conquefts fhould be 
graved on the moft durable Stone; or elfe 
Monfieur Chape, in Tranfports of Acknow- 
“ledgment, defigned to leave in the Prifon 
a Monumental Inf{cription of the Tender- 
nefs that Seauneton le Fort had for a poor 
diftrefled Prifoner in the Year 1723. 


II, It wasin the Prifon of the Chatelet, 
that Monfieur Dath made an Acquain- 
tance with the faid Je Fort; and he had 
a dangerous Quarrel there upon her Ac- 
count with Monfieur Chape: But fhe her- 
felf expofes her own Lewdnefs in depo- 
fing, that fhe went to Monfieur Dari’s 
Houle on Tweljth-Day, in company with 
gene _ Manon 
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Manon Forcheron, fupped there, and ftaid 
fo late, that fhe durft not return home 
to her Mother: That fhe went the Day 
following alone, and fpent half of it in 
private with her faid Gallant, Monfieur 
des Rues has oftentimes demanded, that 
Monfieur Darth might be examined, in or- 
der to unravel the Secret of thofe myfte- 
rious Meetings, or at leaft give his Tefti- 


mony as to the Circumftances for which. 


the faid Je Fort quitted her Family. He 
is the firft that fhould appear in Court, 
fince he is cited by this young Artift 
as a Witnefs of the Steps fhe took to 
_leave her Family: It was during her 
Abode in his Houfe that the faid /e Fort 
made a Refolution never to enterit more: 


In fhort, he was her intimate Friend, ' 
| 


and fhe often went to vifit him. | 
The Declaration of this Particular wags 


\ 


not fufficient to fatisfy the Enemies of’ 


Monfieur des Rues, who feek for nothing . 


but his Deftruction: But if it behoves 


the Judges to hear thofe who have a Know-. 


ledge of the Cafe in Hand, why do they 


fearch for Witnefles who know nothing» 


of *the Manner in which this young Wo- 
man quitted her Parents, and why do they 
decline to hear a Man who is informed 
of the Whole? Lv informationibus examinandi 
Sunt illi qui verifimiliter poffunt effe informati, 
Ful, Clar. lil, 30 [ent q.25. m1, . 
‘ ‘ | I e 


\ 
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= TI. La Gautie, tho’ fhe depofes againit 
Monfieur des* Rues, cannot forbear con- 
demning the Loofenefs of the faid Je Fort. 
Le Fort depofes fhe lodged a Month with 
Ja Gautie, during which Time fhe fays 
fhe went fometimes to Monfieur des Rues’s 
Houfe ; and /a Gautie declares, that while 
Feanneton lodged with her, fhe did not lie 
at home but now and then: But if Sean- 
neton le Fort, aceording to her own Con- 
feffion, went but fometimes to the Houfe 
of the Accufed, during the Space of a 
Month that fhe lodged with Ja Gautie, and 
if, according to la Gautie, this young Wo- 
man lay out almoft every Night in the 
Week, does not the Contradiction between 
thofe two Witnefles give ground to con- 
clude that Seanneton le Fort had many 
Gallants, every one of whom had a Day 
of Attendance, and to whom fhe gave 
herfelf up without Tie or former Affec- 
tion. : : 

La Gaumie confirms the Truth of this, 
‘when fhe declares fhe had room to be- 
lieve that feveral Men had Interviews 
with the faid Feanneton, and that fhe 
heard her fay fhe received Money from 
them. In fhort, as Gautie depofes, that 
the faid le Fort propofed to be let Blood 
in the Foot, at her Houfe, for fear of being 
with Child, thofe black and abominable . 
Ideas plainly denote a ame Woman of 
< he 
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‘no Virtue, and capable of all manner of 
Crimes, iit SS ee Oe 


IV. The Faéts before related are al- 
ready proved in the Procefs; but there 
are others which Monfieur des Rues {ets 
forth, and which he demands Opportu- 
nity to make Proof of La Gautie con- 
ducted and accompanied this young Wo- 
man to the Houfes of feveral Men, and, 
among others, to that of Monfieur Carlo. 
This grateful and generous Favourite 
gave the faid Je Furt the Sum of two hun- 
dred Livres ; and this young Woman, ex- 
pecting to multiply the Adorers by ad- 
ding fome new Ornaments to the Idol, 


made ufe of this Money to buy a Suit of | 


Satin. 


Mrs. ages accompanied the faid. /e Fort, 


when fhe bought the Clothes. 


Mr. Pilon, Lernon-Merehant, will tet | 
tify, that three Gentlemen met at his — 


Honfe; one of whom complained of the 
Infidelity of the faid /e Fort; fwearing, 


| 


that if he met her, he would ufe her as 


the vileft Wreteh, and leave her but a 
fingle Coat to cover her, - 


Afterwards the faid Feannetun’s Mother 


fold that Suit, looking upon it as the Pur- 
chafe and Mark of her Child’s Difhonour. 
- In fhort, the Country as well as the 
City has been the Scene of Jean le 
. f:: ‘Ovt & 
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'¥or'’s Diverfions, where fhe every Day 
changed Performers to act over the fame 
Play. It is fufficient to mention, in this 
- Place, the Tavern of the Grand Monarch * 
at Montmartre +, where this young Woman 
has. often drank the Wine of her Profti- 
tution in Mens Company: Vinum iniqui-, 
tatis bibunt, Prov. 4. i.e. They drink the 
Wine of Iniquity. This holy Mountain, 
which fhe ought not to afcend, but to be- 
wail her Virginity, has often been the 
Rendezvous of her loofe Walks, and fhe 
never went there to perform Deeds of 
- Mortification. . | | 
_. Itis true, Monfieur des Rues made no 
_ geproachful Objection to this young Wo- 
raan, when they were brought Face .te 
Face: But as he had nothing to reproach 
her with from himfelf, he imagined he, 
had nothing to fear from her Teftimony. 
If Monfieur des Rues had exhibited an 
Accufation of Lewdnefs againft the faid 
le Fort, he had been obliged to make 
Proof of it: But if the Proof of the Ac- 
cufation fink the Credit of an Evidence, 
is not that Evidence cenfured, reproached, 
and confounded, when certain Proof of 
the Accufation can be brought againft 
him? The 4& of 1670. Art.19, imports, 
; | pi ee a That 
* ie. The King’s Head. 
4 The Mount of Martyrs. 


oye fir 
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That the Defendant fhall not be permit- 
ted to make Exceptions after the Depo- 
fition is read: But the fame At, Art. 20. 
enacts, ‘That the Defendant, in whatever 

State of the Caufe, may offer his Excep-_ 
tions if they are juftified by Writing , 


_and can there be any literal Proof of Yean- 


neton le Fort’s Lewdnefs firmer than that 
contained in the Depofitions regiftered by 
the Judges, and confirmed by Oath of the 
Deponents? | | | 
But fince the Lewdnefs of the faid Je 
Fvrt is proved by the Declaration of the 
Witneffes which have been heard againft 
the Defendant, and by her own Confef- 


tion, Monfieur des Rues, according to the 


= ~ ‘fd enor of the AG, can ftill offer a lawful 


“Fxception; and the Defendant (in order 


to confirm what the World knows and 
publifhes) demands, he may proceed to 
prove the Facts he has advanced againit 
the faid Je Fort. : Ee 

It is certainthen, that Yeannetou le Fort, 
by her long and continued Lewdnefs, is 
not qualified to lay a Charge of Seduétion, 
which cannot take place but in Cafe of 
a prudent and virtuous young Woman. 
Farther, Monfieur des Rues adds, he was 
incapable of committing the Crime. 

The Queftion here is not, Whether 
Monfieur des Rues kept Company with 


this young ‘Trader, which comes un- 
der 
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der the Denomination but of common 
Offences; but whether he inticed her to 
quit her Parents, and withdraw herfelffrom 

her Family. This is the Point they ought 
to prove, and in this alone the Preroga- 
tive Cafe can confift, - ie 

Seven Witneffes were heard hoa te 
on this Subject, to wit, /a Wismeffes 
Gautie, Mrs. Je Cog, Mrs. examined | 
Pingre, the Mother and two  «@ mot ac- 
Uncles of the young Woman, se eee 
: ffeuv des 

and laftly, the faid Seauneton ‘Ryesof 
le Fort. : Sedu tion. 

But Monfieur des Rues affirms, there is 
not one amongft all thofe Witneffes, 
whofe Depofition infinuates the Seduéfion 
of this young Perfon, but all accufe the 
Lewdnefs of the faid fe Fort. In fhort, 
fhe lays no Seduétion to Monfieur des Rues’s 
Charge; and in-other Refpects her De- 
claration is fo fhameful, that it is not fit 
to be read in any Court: So that the De- 
pofitions againft the. Defendant, furnifh 
him with Matter to maintain his Inno- 
cence, and confound his Enemies. | 

‘La Gautie acknowledges fhe 1. Witne(:. 

never faw the faid Je For: till 
fix Weeks after fhe had left her Home, 
confequently fhe cannot bear WitnefS as 
to the Circumftances of this young Wo- 
‘man’s Crime: Farther, this Witnefs being 
‘re-examined, and confronted, May 16, 
: es eR ~- without 
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the Judge Royal’s Clerk, according to the 
Edict of 1678. fhe cannot be cited into 
the Court of Secular Juftice, nor be a 
Caufle why Sentence fhould pafs. : 
|“ ULWitnefs. Mrs. le Coq bears Witnefs of Mon- 
fieur des Rues’s Integrity, when fhe depofes 
that fhe knew him of a long Time, and 
never fufpected the leaft Harm in his 
Condudt: But this Deponent farther proves 
this Integrity, when fhe declares, that 
fome Time before this young Woman.re- 
turned home to her Mother, fhe heard 
Monfieur des Rues check her feverely for 
the Crime fhe had committed in quitting 
her Parents, and enquired of her where 
they lived, in order to make her return 
to her Duty; which this young Woman 
could not be brought to confefs. 

The Depofition of Mrs, Pixgre 
imports no more, than that the 
{aid Je Fort came to her Houfe 


TII. Wit- 
m0 fs. 


May 1. with three or four Friends ; _ 
and that this young Woman earneftly — 


begged her to tell her Uncles fhe had 
lived with her, in cafe they came to en- 
quire into her Conduct, | 
It has been already faid, that the ma- 
terial Point of this Affair is to prove that 
the Defendant feduced this young Perfon 
when fhe quitted her Home, fav. 6. But 
how can this Fact be proved by the De- 
pofition of a Woman, who declares fhe 
never 
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never faw le Fort but once, to wit, the 
firft of May, that 1s to fay, four Months 
after her Departure from her Parents, 
and a Month after fhe returned again: 
_ But, to unfold the Plain-dealing of this 
Proceeding, the Court is intreated to ob- 
ferve, that Monfieur du Coudray, whois 
mentioned in the Depofitions to have ac- 
companied the faid Je Zort, when fhe re- 
turried to her Mother, is a near Relation 
of Mrs. Pingre ; andthat, to excufe Je Fort, 
he told her Uncles fhe lodged fome Time 
with his Kinfwoman, and was with Je Fort 
at Mrs. Pingres the firft Day of May, to 
engage her to.fecond what he propofed 
for the Service of this young <Artift. 
But a Vifit made the Firft of May, to 
Mrs, Pixgre, can never prove the Se- 
duttion they fuppofe effected the Sixth of 
-Fanuary preceding ; and only fignifies the 
Charity of Monfieur du Coudray, who 
would willingly preferve to Je Fort the 
Good-will of her Family, after fhe had 
returned to her Mother above a: Month, 

and obtained Pardon for her Offence, — 
Mrs, Pingre adds, that the Company 
who were with the faid Je Fort, would 
have left her at her Houfe, under pre- 
tence of continuing their Walk, andcalled 
upon her at their Return, to accompany 
her home to her Mother. But this for- 
ward young Perfon foon ran after them; 
which 
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which proves in Je Fort the Character of a 
hardened Creature, who, far from beimg 
{cared at the Company of feveral Men, 
- was too impatient to wait, and too active 
in going to find them out. 

The Relations of the young 
«Left ne Woman do not accufé Monfieur 
ee des Rues; and allowing he was 
-in- Fault, it is probable they 
would be the firft to excite publick Juf- 
tice, quorum vinditta maxime intereft. Cod, 
de rapt. Virg. 1. e. whom it chiefly concerns 
ro have Revenge. ‘They all take notice of 
the Girl’s Departure, but do not relate 
any Circumftance of it. Her Uncle 
Albezat fays, that his Niece, on Twelfth- 
Day, when fhe difappeared, had her 
Head dreffed after an extraordinary 
Manner, which only fhews the Delign 
fhe had of engaging in Company at Mon- | 
fieur Dath’s: : - 
_ They all fay it was Mrs. le Cog who 
brought back this young Woman to her 
_ Mother: They mention the Charity with 
which Monfieur des Rues endeavoured to 
excufe her: They acknowledge, that ‘the 
 firft Moment Monfieur des Rues faw them, 
he enquired where they lived, and took 
a Direction of it, affuring them at the 
fame Time, if he had known the Place, 
he would have given them Notice; but 
the faid Seanneton le Fort would never se 
| fets, 
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fefs. Her Relations, full of Acknow- 
ledgement, came to thank Monfieur des 
Rues ; and fince the Charity he has had 
for the faid Je Fort is reputed a Fault, he 
is willing to confefs all the Circumftances 
of it, in telling the Court, that after this 
young Perfon had returned home, fhe 
was recommended to him by her Mother, 
and he put her out to a Manteau-Ma- 
ker in Tixeranderie-Street, where fhe - 
worked for above a Month: But her Re- 
lations finding new Caufe of Complaint 
againft this young Woman, were obliged 
to put her in a Houfe of Refuge, where 
fhe ftill remains. | . 

The Declaration of the Deponents 
againit Monfieur des Rues amounts to no- 
more than this; noris there one among 
them that accufes him. It is not to the 
prefent Purpofe to knew whether Mon- 
fieur des Rues recommended the faid le Fort 
to a Gentlewoman, or to a Manteau-Ma- 
ker; whether he invented a cunning Sto- 
ry to excufe her to her Friends, or whe- 
ther he kept Company with her: But the 
Queftion in Hand relates to a Prero- 
gative Cafe, to know whether Monfieur 
des Rues has feduced this young Woman. 
The Witneffes have been, f{ummoned to 
appear for this Purpofe, tho’ they have not 
uttered a Word againft Monfieur des Rues 
as to that Affair. 
ls | It 
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-Itis plain then, that Monfieur des Rues’s 
Enemies have no other Handle againft him, 
but the Depofition of the faid 
III. Expedient. Feanneton le Fort, which they 
poennern le cry up as a full Evidence a 
ort does not ob- 
jell Seduftion to anf him: But it is eafy 
the Defendans, to demonftrate, that this 
WitnefS does not accufe 
Monfieur des Rues with Seduttion, and 
her Declaration is {0 erroneous‘in other 
Refpetis, that fhe can’t be -produced as a 
Witnefs, 
pe ais le Fort, aged Re ig Years, a 
‘Trade{man’s Daughter, depofes, fhe was 
in Company with the forementioned For- 
cheron, on Twelfth-Day laft paft, at Monfieur 
Dath’s Houle, where fhe fupped, that the 


Entertainment having lafted till Ten of © 


the Clock at Night, fhe durft not ge home 
to her Mother, but.lay with the faid For- 
chevron that the following Morning fhe re- 


turned alone to Monfieur Dath, and about . 


Ewelve of the Clock went to fee Mon- 


fieur des Rues 12 Company of her daid 


Aeguaintance, Oe. 


On Twelfth-Day at Night then coe | 


Je Fort abfented from home ; at that Time 
the Seduttion was effected, and to that 
critical Hour all our Attention. geri. be 

directed, 
Seduétion effentially confifts in a , gentle 
Violence which the Seducer prashites tp 
: ea 
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fteal away a young Maid from her Pa- 
rents, and carrying her to a Place devoted 
to himfelf: Raptwm committit qui mulierem 
dibidinis caufa de loco ad locum conducit, 
1.€. He is guilty of a Rape, that leads a 
Woman from one Place to another with de~ 
figw to debauch her. And Gulius Clarus does 
not lay down this Maxim as his own pri- 
vate Opinion, but as a fettled Law, fup- 
ported by the Authority of all the emi- 
nent Lawyers: Et dixi de loco ad locum, quia 
‘aliter dict non potef? vaptus fecundum omnes, 
ib. 5. fent. §. de raptu.1.e. And Lfay, from one 
Place to another ; becaufe otherwife it cannot be 
called a Rape, according to univerfal Opinion. 
Now it is certain, that Monfieur des Rues 
_had never feen the Parents of Je Fort; nay, 
fhe declares fhe came of her own Accord 
to fpend an Evening pleafantly at Mon- 
fieur Dath’s, returned thither the next 
Morning, and. afterwards came to fee 
Monfieur des Rues with the faid Monfieur 
-Dath. So that when this Friend of her’s 
came to prefent this young Perfon to 
Monfieur des Rues to implore his Charity, 
fhe had already abandoned her Parents, 
already ftrayed from home, and Mon- 
fieur des Rues had no hand in it. «~~ 

The Court is humbly moved to obferve, . 
that ravifbing a young Woman does not 
_confift in receiving her when fhe comes 
_to feek you, but im going to feek her, 

i in 
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in folliciting her, and ftealing her away 
from her Parents. | | 
~ The Crime of Seduétion, which Fuftinian 
treats of ina Law peculiar to the Code, 
does not confift in the Gallantry or Compli- 
~ ments which a young Man may make toa 
Girl to obtain her Love; for then, faysa 
certain Author, the whole World would be 
culpable, and merit Death: Poffet capite 
puniri univerfus mundus. Boff. tit. de coitu 
damnando. But according to the Tenor of 


the faid Law, Seduétion confifts in the 


black Artifices a Man makes ufe of to 
corrupt a young Woman; when he has 
at feveral Vifits feduced her by Promife 
of Marriage, or other Things that pleafe 


her, he makes ufe of the Power he has | 
gained over the young Perfon, and abufes | 


the Truft her Parents repofe in him, in 
- ftealing away from them what they hold 
deareft in the World. i 

But the faid Je Fort, in her Depolition, 
does not fay, that Monfieur des Rues ever 
made her any Speeches with Defign to 
draw her afide ; fhe accufes the Truft fhe 
repofed in Monfieur Dath; fhe relates the 
Motive that engaged her to abandon her 
Family, and does not fay fhe was brought 
to it by the Promifes or Advice of Mon- 
fieur des Rues; but for fear of Chaftifement, 
becaufe having flayed too late at Monfieur 


Dath’s Houfe, fhe durft not return again 


to 
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to her Mother. In fhort, it cannot be 
“objected to Monfieur des Rues, that he . 
has abufed the Confidence of her Kinsfolks, 
whom he had never feen ; nor the tender 
Age of the young Woman, fhe being 
twenty Years old, and well experienced : 
Nor the Afcendant he might have gained 
over her Affections by conftant Afliduity, 
fince, according to the Depofition of this 
young Operatrix, when fhe abfented: 
from her Friends, he had not feen her but 
twice at Monfieur Dath’s Houfe, where 
Chance alone threw her inhis Way. When 
this Damfel declares, that while fhe 
was at Supper with Monfieur Dath on 
- Twelfth-Day Monfieur des Rues came there, 
but Monfieur Dath fent him Word he was 
bufy, fhe manifeftly proves the fecret En- 
-gagements fhe had-with this Intimate of 
her's; and when fhe confeffes the {mall 
Acquaintance fhe had at that Time with 
Monfieur des Rues, fhe makes it plain 
_fhe was neither gained nor feduced ; and 
that the Fault fhe committed the fame 
Day cannot be attributed to Seduétion, 
«but wholly to her own Lewdnefs, 

But as Monfieur des Rues’s Enemies ex- 
pect to gain their Point by producing 
the faid fe Fort’s Depofition, Monfieur 
des Rues, in order, if poffible, to put them 
to the Blufh, comes now to deimonftrate 
that this Depofition is not fufficient in 

= Juitice 
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‘Juftice to ground the leaft Prefumption 
upon, (a) that it has all the Marks of’ 
Calumny,and is piemned by all hay: 

: See here then, all the 
oncom Qualities of this Witnefs, 
Fort is an wn- and the Heads of her Tefti- 
lawfulEvidencee ynony. 

Seanneton le Fort is the only Witnefs: 
againit Monfieur des Rues on this Occa-. 
fion ; but teftis unus, teftis nullus, 1.€. One 
Wirtnefs is no Witnefs ; and fince the Laws: 
forbid Judgment to pafs upon the Decla-: 
ration of a fingle Witnefs, though of the: 
preatelt Quality, (4) Etiamfi praclare curia: 


honore ' 


(2) Ceterum ad hoc ut teftis Jegitimum faciat : 
indicium, requiritur quod fit integer, & omni ex-- 
-ceptione major, id eft,talis contra quem nulla poffit; 
opponi exceptio ; & eft communis omnium {en-; 
tentia. Jul. Clar. lib. 3. fentent. q.21. n. 2. 

But as to this Matter, ‘tis requir'd, that a Witnefs,, 
who would give in a Lawful Examination, fhould be: 
blamele{s, and above all Exception; that is, fuch ani 
one as no Exception can be made againft : And this is: 
the univerfal Opinion. 


(6) Simili modo fanximus ut unius teftimonium: 
nemo Judicum in quacunque caufa facile patiatuer 
admitti, & nunc manifefte fancimus ut unius nom 
modo teftis refponfio non audiatur,etiamfi preclare: 
Curie honore fulgeat, Legeg. ff. 1. c. de Teftibus.. 

In like manner we ordain that xo Fudge {hall admitt 
the Ieftimony of a jingle Witnefs in any Canfe what-- 
ever ; and we farther ordain, ibat the Teflimony of ax 
fingle Witnefs fhall not be taken, though the Perfon iss 
diftinguifbed by the Honour of the bighejt Preferment. : 
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honove fulgeat. Tho diftinguifbed by the Hi-- 
nour of the higheft Preferment, can the 
Judges give Credit to the Teftimony of 
a poor Needle-woman, remarkable only 

for her Lewdnefs? | 
Feanneton le Fort is a Witnefs, who pro- 
claims her Difhonour (2) in open Court 
without Senfe of Shame, an Accomplice 
in the Crime (4) fhe owns, and who, oo 
’ this 


(a) Nemo auditur fuam allegans turpitudinem. 
~ No one {hall be heard that proclaims bis own Difho- 
OUT. : 


(b) Vel fi eft tale deli&um quod fine focio com- 
mitti non poflit, ut Sodomia, vel hujufinodi dicas, 
excipio contra te, quia facis te focium criminis, & 

_ideo nihil probas. Jul. Clar. lib. fentent. q.21. n.13. 
Duo focii vel plures non faciunt indicium ad 
torturam. Mafcar. de Prob. confil. 1311. n.18. 
_ Socius Sodomie ut teftis non ef admittendus. 
Matcar. concl. 1313. n. 12. 

Adde quod reo criminis qui confitetur de fe non 
creditur de alio, & ratio eft quia cum non poffic 
alium accufare, non poteft teftificari ; nam accu- 


Or if the Crime be fuch, that it cannot be committed 
without an Accomplice, as Sodomy, and fuch-like, let 
them be rejected, becaufe they make themfelves guilty 
of the Crime, and fo prove nothing. 
Iwo or move Accomplices cannot give Ground for 
Condemnation. | 
An Accomplice in Sodomy is not to be admitted a 
Witne(s. 
Add to this, that whoever confeffes bimfelf guilty of 
a Crime, ts not to be credited concerning another; and: 
the Reafon is, becaufe as he cannot accufe another, he 
| aaa. fatio 
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this refpect, is not worthy of the 
leaft Credit, but fhould be fet aiide, 
according to the Learned of the Law, 
and feveral Arrets of the Parliament. 
of Paris cited by M.-Papon, Lib. 22. 
. Eehere: 

- Feanneton le Fort by her Sex, Age, Con+, 
dition, and Conduct, has all the Defects 
joined in her, one of which is fufficient to: 
annul or invalidate the Teftimony of any 
Witnefs, | 

The Laws ordain, that the Qualities 
and Character of a Witnefs fhould be 
examined into: Teflium fides diligenter 
examinanda eft: ideo im eorum perfona ex- 
plorauda funt imprimis condition  cujnufque, 
atrum quis Decurio an plebeius, O an ho~ | 
nefte CO inculpate vite. Leg 3. D.L.. 
§. 1.07 2. ff. de Teftibus. The Credic of Wit- | 
neffes is diligently to be examined into: But 
more efpecially their State of Life is to be 
enquired into, whether of an elevated or mean 
Degree, whether of honeft and blamelefs: 
Behaviour. But what can be found 

in 


fatio & teftificatio pari paflu ambulant, & etiam . 
quia eft infamis. Bald. inc. Cum Monafterium, 
n. 5. de Confeff. 


cannot bear Witnefs : For Accufation and Bearing 
Witnefs go hand in band, And another Reafon is, be- 
caufe he is infamous. 
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in eanneton le Fort ? A Female (a), a 
Minor (4), a Manteau-maker (c), a Pro- 
ftitute (d). ; In 


(a) In caufa criminali ftemine non funt omni 
exceptione majores, quia varium & mutabile te- 
fRimonium fempér producunt. Czpol. in conf, 
crim. 33- in 1. dubio. , | 

De jure canonico mulier non admittitur ad 
teftificandum in caufis criminalibus, & ita tenent 
communiter doctores. Jul. Char. q.24. n. 4 

Women ave exceptionable in criminal Cafes, _be- 
caufe they always give a various and wavering Te- 
fimony. . 

A Woman foould not be admitted to bear witnefs i@ 
criminal Cafes according to the Canon Law, and fo 
the Dottors generally hold. . 


(6) Minor vigefimo anno ab accafando repel- 
litur. Jul. Clar. L. 5. fent. q.14. n. 7. Quive 
impuberes erunt. Leg. 3, §.5. inf. ff de Te- 
ftibus. : | 

The Law does not admit the Teftimony of Mi- 
nOVs. 

(c) Teftis vilis in caufa grayi teftificari non po- 
teft. Gramm. dec. 11. n. 4 

An infamous Witnefs cannot teftify in capital Ca- 
fes. . 

(4) Quidam propter lubricum confilii fui, alii 
vero propter notam & infamiam vita {uz admit- 
tend non funt ad teftimonii fidem. Leg. 2a Sais 
inf. ff. de Teftibus. i 

_ Meretrix non poteft effe teftis in criminalibus. 
Conrad. fol.8. n. 18. 

— Some ave not to be admitted Witneffes by ; 

y veafon of 
the Unfleadinefs of their TeRimony, others b 
their infamous Lives. Rs mel 
_ A Whore cannot be a Witnefs in capital Cafes, 
| D 


eae Ine 
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In fhort, Seannetou Je Fort is a Witnefs 
who {peaks in herown Caufe: Nullus ido- 
neus teftis in ve fua intelligitur. Leg. to ff. 
de Teftibus. No one is allowed a proper Wit- 
nefs in his own Caufe. A Witnefs who was 
under Confinement at the time fhe came. 
— todepole: Quive in vinculis cuftodiave pub- 
lica erit, rejiciendus eft. Leg. 3. §.5. in fim 
ff de Teftibus. Whofoever is in Prilon, or pub- 
lick Cuftody, is to be rejected. A Witnefs that has 
been cited had opportunity of {peaking to 
her in Mondetour-Street, while fhe took fhel- 
terin the Suburbsof S. Marcel; and if the 
fmalleft Formality is effential in criminal 
Cafes, what fhould we think of an Artifice 
which was made ufe of to hide the Lewd- 
nefs of the faid Je Fort from Monfieur des 
Rues, in concealing the Place of her Cor- ' 
rection, and to remove the Idea of her de- | 
ferved Reproach. 

It. is not fufhcient for Monfieur des Rues 
to prove, that Feanneton le Fort 1s an Evi- . 
dence null in herfelf; he proceeds farther 
to fhew, by the Default of the Proceeding, 
that fhe is a falfe Witnefs, and merits the 

| utmoft: 


ANE: 


Infamis infamia fa&i, etiam quod fit emenda- 
tus, non debet admitti, nifi fic fame reftitutus.. 
Felin. inz. conch Alex. in conf. 32. Ferrer. ini 
Conl.26 95 Hos 

An infamous Perfon, though he be veformed, fhould! 
not be admitted, unlefs his Reputation be entirely ve-. 
gained. . 
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utmoft Severity of the Law. For, accor- 
ding to the Lawyers, a falfe 
‘Witnefs (2) may be known 4 
_by depofing Things contra- Uae ge a ife 
ry to Probability, by con- pritne/s. 
tradi&ting himfelf (2) , or | 
when he is found guilty of a Lie (c), and 
convicted of Calumny by other Witnefles. 
Thefe are the Marks of a falfe Teftimony, 
and which all accompany the Depofition of 
the {aid Je Fort. 


V. Expedient. 


_ T. Yeanneton le Fort rmagines fhe givesa _ 
great Proof of her Virtue, in depofing, that 
fhe lay a whole Day by a Man without 

: ftaining 


(a) Teftes de falfo fufpeG&i funt qui deponunt 
non verifimilia. Crave. conf. 115. n. 12. Boff. 
contra teftes, n. 9. 5 . 

Witneffes ave fufpetted cf Falfoood, who depofe Im- 
probabilities. : 

(6) Convincitur teftis de falfo ; fi ipfemet con- 
traria dixeric; & in hoc propofito {fcire debes, 
quando deponit in judicio contrarium ejus quod 
dixit extra judicium. jul. Clar. lib. 5. fentent. 
§. Falfum. n. 5 

A Witnefs is convitted of Faifbood, if be contradi&s 
himfelf ; and in this Cafe you are to know, whether he 
depofes in Court contrary to what be faid out of Court. 


(c) Convincitur etiam teftis de falfo per alios — 


- teftes numero plures qui contrarlum deponunt. 
f Tbid. nN. 6. ' 


A Watnefs is convicted of Falfbood by a Majoriiy of 
Witnefles who depofe the contrary. 


\ 
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ftaining her Honour: But if we com- 
pare what fhe declares with what the 
whole World publifhes of her ready Con- 
defcenfion, may we not fay, that Fean- 
neton le Fort is a Miracle of Virtue, and 

a Prodigy of Lewdnefs at the fame Time. 


II. This Witnefs contradicts herfelf ; 
for in the Re-Examination fhe depofes, 
fhe went to dine at Monfieur des Rues’s 
Houle the Sunday before Twelfth-Day, be- 
ing the fecond Day of the Year; and, 
in her firft Depofition, fhe fays, that on 
Twelfth-Day Monfieur des Rues upbraided 
her at Monfieur Dath’s Houfe with going 
to fee that Gentleman, when at the 
fame Time fhe would not come near 
him. But if Monfieur des Rues upbraided 
her on Twelfth-Day with not coming to 
his Houfe, it muft be falfe what the faid 
Je Fort fays, that fhe was there three Days 
before. In this Cafe then that Rule of 
Equity fhould be applied: Teftes qui ad- 
werfus fidem fuam teftationis. vacillant, an- 
diendi non funt. Leg. 2. ff. deTeftibus. Wit- 
neffes who prevaricate in their Depofitions, are 
not to be heard. 


HII. This unhappy Witnefs is. proved 
a Liar by the other Witneffles who have 
appeared in the Affair: For Seanneton le 
Furt fays fhe {pent the Weduefday before 
| Twelfth 
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Twelfth-Day at Monfieur des Rues’s Houle ; 
and Mrs. le Cog depofes, fhe continued 
and lay in her Apartment the fame Day, 
and the Days following, ae 


Thofe who inftruéted the Witneffes 
have made Feannetow le Fort add, in her 
Re-examination, that Monfieur des Rues 
knew her Habitation: But this young Perfon 
is contradicted by Mrs. le Cog and all her 
Relations: For Mrs. Je Cog declares, fhe 
heard Monfiecur des Rues prefs her earneltly 
in her Prefence, to tell him where fhe 
lived, but that fhe never would difcover 
at, | | 
Le Fors Mother acknowledges, that 
the firft Time Monfieur des Rwei faw her, 
he enquired where her Dwelling was, in 
as much as he faid to her, if he had 
known fooner, he had given her Notice, 
but that her Daughter would never de- 
clare it to him; and the Uncle ke Furt, 
after having acknowledged the fameThing, 
adds, that as foon as he came into Mon- | 
Sieur de® Rues’s Company, he took a Me- — 
morandum of his Abode. 

Moreover, as far as Monfieur des Ryes 
can call to mind the Contents of the De- 
pofitions that were read to him when they 
were confronted, he afferts, that if Fean- — 
neton Je Fuyt’s Declaration as to the Manner 
in which fhe came to his Houfe, be com- 

ela elle : pared 
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. pared with what Ja Gautie depofes the lear- 
ned from the faid Je Fort upon that Head, 
there will be found as many Contradic- 
tions as Words: And if this young Wo- 
man has {poke otherwife in Court, than 
- what fhe has faid incemmon, this Maxim 
of Menochus may be well applied to her ; 
Pena debent puniri teftes qui unum in judicio, 
C aliud extra judicium teftati funt. Menoch. 
de arbitr. jud. cap. 312. Witueffes deferve 
Punifhment, who teftify one Thing: in Court, 
and the contrary when they are out of it. 

‘ All Writers on criminal: Cafes agree, 
(2) that the Teftimony of a fingle Witnefs 
who {peaks in favour of the Defendant, 
fhould be preferred to-a Depofition, where 
there is a Difagreement among the Depo- _ 
nents; but what muft we think of one Wit- — 
nefs thatis proved a Liar by all the reft, 
and who contradicts herfelf: And ifa Wit- 
nefs, who is found guilty of a Lye in a 

| : fingle 


- 


(a) Teftis fifci, fi pro reo deponit, ipfi quamvis 
fingularicreditur,etiam quod fitde auditu. Roman. 
conf. 104. Socin. inconf.49. n.11. Vol.I. Cephal. 
conf, 65. n. 55. Horat. Lun. conf. 198. n. 4 
Burt. conf 216. n.45. Simon de Pratis cenf. 1738. 

OR Pa 


- A Witnefs who affirms a Report, though trufted to 
bimfelf alone, becomes Evidence for the King, if he 
depofes on behalf of the Defendant. ee 
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fingle Article, (a) is to be accounted 
perjured in all the reft, how can we 
look upon a Witnefs, who is convicted of 
_Falfhood in as many Circumftances as 
fhe depofes, but as a perjured flande- 
rous Evidence, who fhould be punifhed 
with Severity? a 
-~ Monfieur des Rues, though 
under the Affliction of his V1 Expedient. 
: Jeanneton le 
Fetters, will never forget fort is a forced 
he is the Servant of that Evidence. 
God, who prayed for his E- ed 
nemies with his dying Breath ; he cannot 
then be thought criminal in excufing the 
{aid Je Fort before the Magiftrates, when 
he affirms, that this Witnels has been over- 
reached, and compelled even by Threats 
to accufe him, | 


When 


(4) Qui in uno dicit falfum, in totum eft per- 
jurus, & nihil probat etiam id quod dicit verum, 
propter jusjurandum quod eft indivifibile. Me- 
noch. de arb. jud. caf. 108. : 

Teftis,inductus fuper pluribus capirulis, fi fuper 
uno capitulo falfum dixerit, prefumitur in omni- 
bus aliis capitulis falfum dixiffe. Alex. conf. 27. 
n. 3. Socin. conf. 41. &e. 7 

Whoever {peaks falfly in one Point is perjured in the 
Whole, and even the ‘Iruth he peaks proves nothing, 
becaufe the folemu Oath he took cannot admit of Pre- 

 Varication. 

_ An Evidence who is examined in feveral Particubars, 
if he falfifies in one, is looked upon ¢o bave teflified 
falfly in all the rept. 
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When Monfieur des Rues, who was con-: 
cerned for the Danger this young Woman 
found herfelf in by leaving her Parents, 
had fuitably reprimanded her for fo doing, 
and enquired the Refidence of her Family, , 
in order to a Reconcilement ; when upon 
her obftinate Refufal to confefs it, he ap- 
plied himfelf to.a Gentlewoman of Re- 
pute, hoping to trace out what fhe would 
not then confefs, to make her return to 
her Duty, thefe Steps were prudent and 
charitable, and the faid /e Furt every where 
publifhed the Probity of her Benefactor. 
When Monfieur des Res excufed this young 
Woman to her Relations, and made her 
so home to her Mother the fame Day he 
found out their Dwelling, the faid Je Forte 
and all her Relations applauded the Cha- — 
rity of Monfieur des Rues. i 

When Seanuneton le Fort, going to fee 
Monfieur des Rues, May 14. laft, in the Mor- | 
ning, was informed he was arrefted, fhe - 
went to Monfieur Pique’s Houfe, where in 
the prefence of Mefhieurs Pique, Dath, Lon- 
guenne, and many others, fhe could not re- 
frain from Tears, profefling feveral times 
that Monfieur des Rues was a Man of the 
ftricteft Honour, and had faved her from 
Deftruction,; and Monfieur Darth brought 
her to his Houfe, where he detained her 
till Afternoon, to comfort her in the beft 
manner he could, © | 

; - When 
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_ When this young Woman, agreeable to 
what her Uncle told the Defendant, re- 
turned home to her Mother the faid rath 
Day of May at Three o’Clock in the After- 
noon, and brought the News of Monfieur 
des Ruess Imprifonment ; fhe firmly at- 
_tefted his Honefty, and propofed the fame 
Day to enter into the Houfe of Refuge, 
where her Relations had already refolved 
_to place her. : 
Such were the Sentiments of Yeanneron Ie 
Fort the 14th of May, and the 2oth of the 
{aid Month fhe depofed againft Monfieur 
des Rues. But what can fo fudden and - 
incredible a Change be attributed to, but 
to Seduétion? For, at the Time they were 
confronted, Monfieur des Rues having re- 
monftrated to her that fhe {poke contrary 
to Truth, fhe anfwered that they had af- 
~fured her he had fpread fCandalous Re- 
ports of her, and endeavoured to make her 
pafs foran unfortunate Woman. Monficur 
des Rues wmmediately told her the was 
abufed, for that.he had never reproached 
her with any thing. This young Woman 
upon that acknowledged fhe was deceived, 
aud faid publickly that for four Days they 
never ceafed to threaten her, and forci- 
“bly compelled. her to come before: the 
Official. Monfieur des Rues has demanded | 
a Copy of her Affidavit; and in Juftice 
it fhould be granted him, fince, according 
ye, E. to 
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to Law, all that is faid at fuch Times: 
dhould be writ down: But the Defendant: 
being perfuaded of Monfieur de Montaul’s: 
Impartiality, who was prefent when they’ 
were confronted, does not deubt but he: 
will bear Witnefs of the Truth of what: 
he-afferts. In fhort, Albezard, in a Vifitt 
he thought proper to make Monfieur des; 
Rues after his Confinement in the Chatelet,, 
often repeated that his Niece conftantlyr 
fpoke the handfomeft things that could be: 
of him, and that Monfieur J/oire muft be: 
very dextrous to be able to make herr 
change her mind. : 

Monfieur des Rues is proud he has nott 
that Dexterity, and would be forry to pof- 
fefs a Qualification fo contrary to the Spi- 
rit of Sefus Chriff, which is a Spirit off 
“fruth and Charity. : 

Such is the Depofition of Feanneton le 
Fo;t, which the Enemies of Monfieur dess 
Rues mention with an Air of Victory. Butt 
if, according to the moft learned Writerss 
on criminal Cafes, the publick Declaratiom 
of the honefteft Woman, (a) who at the 

pointt 


(a) Si vulneratus perfeverat poft fufceptam Eu:- 
chariftiam ufque ad mortem, indicium proditt. 

Menoch. de arbitr. jud. caf. 99. n.16. Bald. conff 
25. vol. 1. Mafcar. in concl. 144. Jul. Clarr. 
lib. 5. fentent. q. 21. n- 13- 

If awounded Pevfon, after having received the Sas- 
crament, perfeveres to Death in his Affertion, it a4 
mounts to no more than a bare Suppofition. 
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point of Death, and at receiving the Holy 
Sacrament, accufes her Murderer, can a- 
mount to no more thana bare Suppofition a- 
eainft the Criminal ,withwhat Facethencan 
they reprefent the Declaration of a Man- 
teau-maker asa decifive Teltimony, whofe 
Lewdnefs is already proved throughout 
the whole Proceeding; who by her conti- 
nued Irregularities can accufe Nobody 
of the Crime of Seduétion, and in parti- 
cular does not accufe Monfieur des Rues 
with it; who turns Evidence in her own 
Caufe, expofes her Bafenefs by Prevarica- 
tions and Contradictions, is proved a Liar 
by the other Witnefles, and was dragged 
into Court like a Slave by the Overfeer of 
the Hofpital. Monfieur des Ries’s Enemies 
call her a convincing Evidence; but 
‘the Law determines that fhe isa fall one, 
or at leaft erroneous and ufelefs, and has 
no Excufe but her Surprize. So that if 
there is any Crime of Seduétion inthis At 
fair, it muft be the Seduétion of this Wit- 
nels, upon whom the Crime will light , 
“or, upon the Enemies of Monfieur des 
Rues. - 


- 4o The CASE 
| Ass ee oy: 


: Expedients of Attenuation as to 
Mrs. le Roy. 


HIS Libertine’s Mother, who has 
no other Title but that of Hawker 
about the Streets, Depofes, that fhe brought 
her Daughter to the Defendant’s Houfe 
two Years before; that Monfieur des Rues 
in order to gain this young Woman's Fa- 
vour, who was then twenty Years of Age, 
promifed her the Sum of two hundred Li- 
vres ready Money, and a Bill for 600 
more payablein three Months, This un-+ 
happy Mother is not afhamed to fay, that 
fhe was Eye-witnels of all the Circumftan: | 
ces fhe reports, and is only forry, as fhe 
adds, that the Defendant made the Bulk 
for 6 Livres inftead of 600. and produces 
a Paper, en which is written: ) 
I promife to pay the Bearer the Sum of 6 Livres © 
at fight, Value received, the firft of Fuly. Done 
at Pavis, the fifteenth of February, 1723. Sigu- 
él, The Prior of S. Germain. | 
According to the Principles laid down 
in the Beginning of this Memorial, it is 
needlefs to fearch into the common Of- 
fence which this Woman imputes to the 
Defendant ; but the Queftion to be deci- 
ded béfore the Civil Magiftrate, is, to know 
whether this Accufation amounts to a Pre- 
rogative Cafe, r They 
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They do not lay Violence to Monfieur 
des Rues’s Charge, feeing they fuppofe that. 
the Sight of the Bill infpired this young 
Woman with a Spirit of Tendernefs, which | 
made her confent to allthe reft, neither 
do they, object Seduftion: For, according. 
to the Code Law. before cited, the Rape 
of Seduétion is committed againft the Pa- 
rents, from whom their Child is ftoln 
away ; but in the prefent Cafe the Daughter 
fays fhe came, and returned with her Mo- 
ther.. In a word, if they only upbraid. 
Monfieur des Rues with difappointing the 
Expectation and Covetoufhefs of this young’ 
Libertine, was it ever made a Cafe of 
Contfcience for a Perfon to break his Word 
with abandoned Women, who have no other. 
Livelihood themfelves but Deceit? 

Tho’,if Monfieur desRuess Enemies make: 
the PrerogativeCafe confift in the Bilb 
they object to him, it is eafy to fhew that’ 
the Forgery which they attribute to this: 
Bill, is without Foundation. 

| Monfieur-des Rues infifts, that he does: 
not fo much as know thefe Women, or ever. 
faw them, and as to the Bill they produce,. 
he cannot imagine how it came into their 
Cuftody: However, he believes it is hig. 
Hand-writing, but the Date is fo old, and 
the Sum of fo {mall a Value, that he cannot 
recolle& the Caufe of it, unlef{$ it was done 
out of banter,without Defign of cheating any 
body, ee Tbe 
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~The Bill is ridiculous in itfelf; invas 
much as the Perfon that drew it demands 
fix Months to pay fix Livres. 

It is true, that the Bill does not bear the 
Name of the Defendant: For it bears no 
Name at all, becaufe the Prior of Saint Ger- 
main is nota Name, but a Title; and if a 
private Perfon acknowledges that he gave 
fuch a Bill to a Punk, which he for- 
bore to put his Name to for his Honour 
fake, can the Crime of Forgery, or any 
Prerogative Cafe, be laid to his Charge? 

In fine, the Crime of Forgery confifts in 
counterfeiting oraltering the Hand-writing 
of another; but there is none that accufe 
the Defendant with having imitated their 
Hatids, or made ufe of their Names. Sup- 
pofing then that the Bill refembles the | 
ordinary Writing of the Defendant, and | 
that nothing is either added or effaced’; | 
vet the Sum of fix Livres is expreffed in it 
by Figures, and the Bill confifts of two . 
Lines only upon a large Half-Sheet cf” 
Paper. It was dated February 15. 1722. 
But a different Hand altered the laft 2 to 
make it 1723. in order to make the Bill 
of a later Date, and to put a better Glofs 
upon their Roguery. But in cafe the Bill 
was a true one, then the Crime of For- 
gery might be retorted upon the Ene- 
mies of Monfeur des Rues. 


According 


Pes ee 
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- According to the Maxims of the Law, 
a Perfon can owe nothing without 
having received the Value ; fo that if 
this Bill was put in force by a Man who 
complained of having delivered to Mon-. 
fieur des Rues Goods to the Value of 600 
Livres, and of receiving a Bill but for fix, 
this heavy Accufation might excite the 
Attention and Enquiry of the Magiftrates :. 
But in the prefent Cafe there is nothing 
to enquire into, allis plain; what then — 
is the Matter in queftion? A young 
Woman (a) forfooth, who in the Courfe — 
of her Proftitutions complains of a bad 
Market that fhe made in Prefence of her 
Mother, and loft all by coveting too 
much: But when this Libertine depofes 
without Senfe of Shame, that fhe fold her- 
felf for 200 Livres ready Money, and a 
Bill for 600 more, does fhe not prove that 
fhe went with her Mother into the Streets of 
the City, more with Defign to fet the Sin to | 
fale, to cali in Adventurers, and find Bub- 
_ bles, than to ask an Alms? Ju wiis fedebas ex- 
pettans eos, polluifti terram in fornicationibus ; 


frons 


(a) Falfitas in re modica dicitur leve delium, 
etiam quod dolus intervenerit. Craver. conf. 46, 
-n.i2. Rolan. conf 38. n.37. Menoch. de arbitr. 
. Jud. caf. 306. n. 36. 

A friall Miftake is accounted Falfity in People of 
low Life, even though Deceit has interpofed. 


frous mulieris meretvicis fatla eft tibi, noluifti 
evubefcere. Serem. cap. 3. Thou haft fit. 
waiting for them in the Ways, and haft pol~ 
luted the Land with thy Whoredoms 5; thous 
hadft a Whore's Forehead, and wouldft not be 


afbamed. ve CS a eh : 

_ According to all the Writers on. Crimi-_ 
nal Cafes, there can be no Forgery with- 
out Fraud: So that, to prove there is For- 


gery in the Bill, he muft be proved guilty 


of Fraud that drew it. The Bill, fuppo- 
fing the Defendant fhould acknowledge it 


his, has not the leaft Flaw imaginable in 


it: But, if the fraudulent Defign they at- 


tribute to the Bill has no other Founda- 
tion, but the Fiction they fpread in pro- 


ducing the faid Bill, where are the Wit- 


neffes that can fupport and confirm what — 


thofe unhappy Women have conceived ? 
- For Monfieur Merlier has already de- 
clared he had no Knowledge of the 


Bill, and.in truth thefe Women fuppofe it 


was drawn in his Abfence. ‘The infa- 
mous Mother has been re-examined and 
confronted without the Judge-Royal’s 
Clerk ; and confequently, according to 
the Edict of 1678. her Depofition can- 
not be cited in the Court of Royal Juftice. 
There remains then only the Declaration 
of her Daughter Je Roy, which the Ene- 
mies of Monfieur des Rnes can make ufe 
of againft him, But if we call to mind 

: the 
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the moft ftedfaft Maxims of the Law, what 
muft we think of her Depofition? She is 
an infamous Perfon: Portef? dict meretrix que 

uni confentit cum mercede. ‘f.B. Bayard q. 24+ 
n. 98. Luc. de penf. in L. Si qua in principio. 
She that confents to a Man for a Reward may 
be termed a Hbore. 
_ This young Woman cannot be made an 
Evidence. Meretrix now poteft effe teftis iz 
criminalibus. Ful. Clar.lib.s. fentent. q.24. 0.14. 
A Whore cannot be a Witnefs in Capital Cafes. 
She profeffes herfelf a Beggar, (a) appears 
only to publifh her Shame, and the Tears © 
which they fay fell from her at her Depofi- 
tion, were counterfeited, the better to glofs 
over the Affair. She fpeaks in her owrm 
Caufe, and is her Word to be taken? 
The Enemies of Monfieur des Rues have 
given her this furprifing Bill, and have. 
made her believe, if fhe played her Part 
well, fhe would receive the Sum of 600 
Livres; but the many Contradictions in 
the Mother and Daughter’s Evidence, prove 
the whole Relation to be a meer Fable: 
, The 


(4) Jul. Clar. lib. 5. fent. q.12. fe propofe cette 
queftion: Quzro numquid pauperes admittantur 
ad teftificandum in caufacriminali, H repond que. 
non. & ajoute: Et ira cenfent omnes {erébentes. 
Julius Clarus propofes this Queftion : Whether poor- 
People fhould be admitted Evidences in Capital Cafes. 
He anfwers in the Negative, and adds: This is the 
Opinion of all Authors, 3 
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The Daughter alone proves nothing, and. 
the Daughter joined with the Mother 
makes both their Teftimonies infamous, 
and incapable of forming the leaft Sufpi- 
cion upon.  Lndicium etiam de propinquo duo- 
bus teftibus omni exceptione majoribus probart 
debet. Ful. Clar. lib. §. fentent. q. 22. n. 1. 
An Allegation of near Relatious fhould be. 
proved by two Witneffes of undoubted Credit. 
In fhort, all the Conjectures which Mon- 
fieur des Ruess Enemies can form upon 
the Billin the Cuftody of thefe unhappy 
Women, are ufelefs, for Conjectures. are 
nothing to the Bufinefs in hand,and amount 
to no more than a common Offence, which 
does not come under the Cognizance of 
the Civil Magiftrate: But (2) there muft | 
be plain Proof to convict the Defen-_ 
dant of a Prerogative Cafe ; in Default of 
which, the Shame of the Accufation re- 

dounds 


(a4) Ad probandum falfitatem probationes debent 
effe de neceflitate concludentes. Ferrant. Gargiar. 
in conf. 126. n. 8. | 

Ad probandam falfitatem non fufficiunt conjec- 
ture, neque fufpiciones, fed requiruntur proba- 
tiones legitime, & qux de neceflitate concludunt. 
Jul. Clar. lib. 5. fentent. §. de falfo, n. 30. Socins 
Jun. conf. 39. n. 44. 

 Fadts muft be neceffavily conclufive to prove a 
Forgery. 

Conjectures and Suf;icions are not fufficient to prove a 
porgery 5 but lawful Proofs are required, whioh of ne- 

ffity are conclufive. 3 
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dounds to the Evidence ; and fince 
thefe unhappy Women, after forbearing to 
make any Demand or ‘Complaint for two 
Years, are not afhamed to produce a Bill 
which they fay was the Purchafe of their 
Wickednefs, we may fay with the Philofo- 
pher, that would be buying Repentance 
too dear: Now emo tanti penitere. 

It is true, that Monfieur J/oire, fo lavifh 
of his Charity to thofe unhappy Women 
who demand nothing, has already given a 
‘Price for their Infamy, and promifed to 
recover Damages and Intereft for them: 
But, if he acknowledges the Holy Scripture 
for the Rule of his Judgment, he fhould 
‘call to mind that which is written of a 
Woman polluted by Debauchery. Pretium 
foorti vix eff unius panis, mulier’ autem vivi 
pretiofam animam capit. Proverb. vi. 26. For 
becaufe of the whorifh Woman a Manis brought 
to a Morfel of Bread, and a Woman will bunt 
Jor the precious Life of Man. 

This is the Upfhot of the monftrous 
Proceeding Monfieur Jfoire has carried on 
again{ft Monfieur des Rues, which contains 
only bare Surmifes of common Offences : 
But the Defendant has been obliged to fup- 
‘pofe and produce the Appearance of a 
Prerogative Cafe againft himfelf, to have 
an Opportunity of inftructing the Jud ges in 
“the whole Affair, and to undeceive the _ 
y panlick as to the feandalous Reports {pread 
a againit 
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againft him, importing that he had abufedi 
his Miniftry in corrupting the young Wo- 
men committed to his Inftru@tion. Thefe 
Reports, without doubt, have alarmed the: 
Religious Concern of all Fathers off 
Families: But thofe abominable Ideas,, 
which they endeavour to faften on Mon- 
fiéur des Rues, are of no Moment in refpecti 
to the Suit depending, and are only found! 
in the Mouths of the Defendant’s Enemies::; 
for Monfieur des Rues has been a Catechiltt 
in St, Paul’s Parifh from the Year 1705 tm 
1710, and the Atteftations of the Parifhio- 
ners,which he hasto produce,prove with howy 
much Zeal and Edification he has acquitted! 
himfelf of this Charge. It is now four-- 
teen Years fince Monfieur des Rues quitted! 
that Order, and as long fince he per~ 
formed the Office of Catechift, exceptt 
during the Stay he made in the City off 
Sens, where the Parfon, Vicar-General to 
my Lord the Archbifhop gave him Charge 
of the Education of the Children in thatt 
Parifh ; and the Minifter’s Letter, which hes 
has to produce, evidently proves the good! 
Opinion they had of him in that Province.: 
In fhort, the Honour the Defendant has: 
had of being attached to Monfieur L’ Abbéee 
Bignon,has prevented him for twoY ears paft: 
- from exercifing his FunGion in any Church.. 
Thefe are Matters of Fact which every; 
body knows; and Montfieur des Rues givess 
: am 
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an Account of his Behaviour with the great- 
er Pleafure, becaufe he thinks it incum- 
bent on him to fupport the Dignity of his 
Funttion, and expofe the Fury of his Ene- 
mies. Monfieur Moire, notwithftanding 
all the Intereft hecan make, has no Right 
to eftablifh new Prerogative Cafes again — 
Montfieur des Rues ; all thefe Cafes are con- 
tained in paft A@s, and the Ads do not 
mention one fingle Cafe that can be impu- 
ted to the Defendant. When Monfieur des 
Rues {peaks of his Innocence, it is not but 
that he can confefs Offences in prefence of © 
him who difcerns Spots in the Sun; but he 
perfifts to maintain, that there isnoCrime — 
in his Conduct which gives Caufe to fum- — 
mon him to the Court of Royal Juftice, 
nor even an Offence for which he can be 
lawfully cited before the Ecclefiaftical 
Judges. ; 

It is true, that the Bifhop is the fu- 
preme Judge, eftablifhed to try fuch OF 
fences as are fubjected to the Tribunal of 
the Church: But Jefus Chrift himfelf, Mut. 
xvill. has explained the Principles of this 
Tribunal; he has laid down Rules for it s 
and fettled admirable Laws of brotherly 
Correction, which oblige all the Faithful, 
and efpecially the Bifhops, to {earch out. 
for their Brethren, and reprove them with- 
out publick Scandal. Thefe are the Laws’. 
that came from the Mouth of the Son of - 

| F > Got. 


God, and which, the Apoftolical-Conftitu-. . 
tions. acknowledge. as the: only: Rules of 
Epifcopal: Proceeding, In aword, when: 
Yelus Chrift had,inftructed, his Apofiles. in 
the. indifpentible Duties of Charity, he: 
gave them the Power to Bind: and Loofe, 
to Teach. all who have:-the:Care of Souls 
that. they. are. not. to. exert that Power, 
but, in, the. laft Extremity, and: when. alk 
gentle Methods, areineffectual. 
~The. Jurifdiction, of Bifhops itis.certain,is: 
founded. upon this Power of Binding and: 
Loofing.: But this Power is.to be made ufeof 
- inthe-'Tribunal.ofPenance for fecret Faults, 
tand.in the Tribunalof Contention for open 
ones, So that, notorious Scandal only, can 
give Grounds. to cite: an. Ecclefiattick: to. 
the publick Tribunal of the Church: | 
_ The Civil. Magiftrates, who have Charge: | 
of publick Punifhments, exercife Juftice — 
with Rigour.; they narrowly fearch into 
Crimes, and punifh. them. wherever they: | 
ad them; no Diftinction of Days candave 
the Guilty, fave thofe fet apartiby Law. _ 
But Yefus Chrift in. the. Beginning, told: 
his Apoftles, that: this: was not the Spinits | 
which fould dwell among them :. Nix. ita: 
evit (nter.vos,Matt.xx. And, in.truth, Bifhops. 
ought not to be fevere Judges, but tender 
Fathers, who enquire into a. Crime: not 
with Intent. to punifh it, but, like St. Fohx, 
un after the Offender to.embface him, to 
See bathe 
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‘bathe him with their Tears, and convert 
him; or if they ‘exert their Authority, 1 | 
fhould be only againft the‘Obdurate and 
~ Rebellious, __ 7 oD 
- ‘Thus ‘a Proctor aGs in contradiction to 
the Spirit of efus Chrift, the Rules of Cha- - 
rity, and the Honour of his Function, when 
he fearches into Faults that are’not fubject — 
to Punifhment by reafon of their long 
Standing, but fhould rather be looked up- — 
on as repaired ; when he fcandalifes the 
“Church by publifhing fecret Faults, which 
are fubjeCted only to the Tribunal of Pe- 


+ 


nance; and when he violates all Laws | 


divine and human to opprefs his Brother. 
Such are the Rules of the Gofpel,, and 

fuch has been the Difcipline of the Church 
‘in all Ages. A Council held at Toledo in 
the laft Century, anda Council of French 
‘Bifhops held at Noyow in 1965. prohibit 
Prottors from citing any Ecclefiafticks be- 
fore the Tribunal of the Church, except 
thofe whom the Notoriety and Scandalouf- 
nefs of theirCrimes has renderéd infamous: 
Promotor fifcalis apud Ecclefiaflicum Fudicem 
neminem deferat, nifi quem legitima ac frequens 
eravet infamia. ‘Lhefe Councils farther or- 
dain, that before proceeding to the Infor- 
mation, the Infamy fhall be attefted by 
Perfons of Reputation, whofe Teftimony 
may be relied upon: Neque ex ea delatione 
Fudices inquirere audenut, imo prinfquam ad 

Mea Aes inqui~ 
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tnquifitionem procedant, diligenter curent invef= 
tigare an ea infamia a providis O honeftis orta 
fuerit. And when the Pragmatick Sanétion, 
the Concordat, and Council of Trent, men- 
tion Fornicators, they only fpeak in refe-. 
rence to thofe who have fcandalifed the 
_ Church by the Notoriety of their Crimes. 
But what are the Faults which the blackeft 
Malice has invented againft Monfieur des 
~Rues? Faults which they fuppofe com-. 
mitted two, ten, twenty Years ago; Faults 
whereof Nobody ever had the leaft Sufpi- 
cion. All manner of Perfons atteft the 
Honefty of the Defendant: People. both 
of City and Country have been edified by 
his Difcourfes and Manner of Life ; and 
all his Neighbourhood have bewailed his 
Imprifonment. They have not produced 
one Witnefs of Repute againft him: So 
that the Defendant can boaft, he has edi- 
fied the Church of Chrif, and if he has fin- 
ned in fecret, it is God alone that muft . 
judge him, Yudicabit Deus occulta hominum, 
Rom. 11, 16. God fhall judge the Secrets of 
‘Ven. oan 
But fince itis not to the prefent purpofe 
to bring Inftances of Defence againft com- 
mon Offences, the Cognizance and Judg- 
ment of which are brought before the Pri- 
macy, it is fuficient for the Defendantto 
have demonftrated, that his Enemies can 
impute no Prerogative Cafe. to him; and 
: 7 farther 
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farther to unfold the Myftery of the Pro- 
ceeding, he has Matters-of Faét to relate, © 
that prove both the Animofity and Irregus> 


- Jarity thereof. 
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The injurious and unlawful Proceed: 
mg that has been carried on againft 
_ Monfieur des Rues bas Circumftan- 
ces contained in tt which demonfirate 
the Animofity of his Enemies, and 
 Defetts, that prove the Nullity of 

the faid Proceeding. 


YW ESUS ¢Chrift, whofe Kingdom is not of 
J this World, has left no other Poffe& 
fions te his Church but thofe of the Spirit, 
no other Laws but thofe of Charity. In 
_the Time of St, Paul, the Jurisdiction of a 
Bifhop appeared in his Diligence to fearch 
out Offenders, in exhorting them to Re 
pentance, and feparating the Hardened 
from the Society of the Faithful, and in 
thofe Times which are called the happy 
Times of the Church, Bifhops had no ¢- 
ther Methods of Proceeding but by Prayers 
and Tears. The temporal Poffeffions which 
the Church now pofleffes have been given 
by earthly Princes, who being infpired 
with religious Motives, have ordained , 
a ie that 
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that Ecclefiafticks, who are accufed of 
Tranfgretfions, fhould be. turned over: to 
their Bifhops as to their Fathers, and fhould. 
find Protectors even in their Judges ; that. 
fo Offences might be punifhed without: 
bringing a Scandal upon the Church. 

Thus we fee the Bifhop’sCourt is a Court: 
of Charity, where a Father fummons’s his: 
Children to appear for their Correction: 
and Amendment; and it is called the OF- 
ficialty (2), to fignify that Offenders were: 
received into it, more for their Security’ 
than Deftruction. | 

But it is not only at this time of day,, 
great Men have complained that Charity: 
was become a Secular Virtue; and thati 
Ecclefiafticks were become unfriendly: 
Judges (4).. ) 


(a) According to the Remark of a Romani! 

Ep. 17; Cosncil under Pope Sylvefter, in 324. the: 

Secular Tribunal has the Appellation of Court! 

a-cruore, i.e. of Blood; and the Ecclefiaftical iss 
called Pretorian.. 


-(b) Peter of Blois, in:a Letter to one of his Friends whoo 


was Official of Paris: Quia affettuofiflime te dili-- 


go, in vifceribus Jefu Chrifti propofui te faluta-. 


ribus monitis adhortari, us de Ur Chaldzorumi 
& de medio Babylonis tempeftivus exeas, & mi- 
nifterium. damnatiflime: villicationis omittas. . . 
Credo hujufmodi Officiales non:ab offcia nomine,, 
fed ab officio verbo mutuaffe vocabulum ;. tota Of- 
ficialis intentio eft, ut ad opus Epifcopi fue jurif-- 
diSioni commiffas oves quafi vice iflius tondeat;, 


emungat,. exceriat ; ipfi enim Epifcoporum fuat 


fan= 


of SEDUCTION. 55 


fanguifuge, evomentesalienum fanguinem quem 
biberunt: ideo quafi fub umbra Epifcopi & ob- 
tentu juftitie palliate fubditos epprimunt, Eccle- 
fias gravant... Officium Officialium, quorum 
te numero aggregafti, hodie eft jura confundere, 
fufcitare lites, f{upprimere veritatem, fovere men- 
dacium, verfutias concinnare. .. WVerborum in- 
fidiatores, aucupes fyllabarum tendunt laqueos, 
jura interpretantur ad libitum, & ea pro volun- 
tate fua nunc abdieant, nunc admittunt, diffamant 
‘Gnnocentes, &c..- Simihi credis, imo fi cre- 
dis in Deum, relinquc maturius Officialis officium, 
minifterium. damnationis, rotam malorum, & 
{piritum vertiginis qui te ad inania circumvolvit, 
miferere anime tue placens Deo, cui placere non 
potes cum ifto damnationis officio. 


Becaufe I moft affectionately love you, I advife yous 
for Jefus Chrilt his fake, to depart. from Ur of the 
Chaldxans and the Atidft of Babylon, and quit that 
damnable Employ... I fancy Officials have borrow- 
‘ed their Title from the Verb officio, and not from the 
‘Noun: The whole Intention of them is to fleece and 
skin the Sheep committed to their Fuvifdiction for the 
fervice of the Bijbop , they ave Blood-fuckers, [puing up 
the Blood of other Men which they gorge themfelves 
with, and opprefs the Subjects and burden the Church, 
under the Protection of the Bifbop and Colour of Fuf- 
tice. . . Lhe Bufinefs of Officials, among whom you 
pave enrolled your felf, is at this time of day to con- 
found the Laws, vaife Diffentions, fupprefs Truth, che- 
rifo Lies, and devife Fallacies. . . They lay Snares 
for Words and Syllables, imterpret the Laws to their 
own Liking, and either reject or admit as it makes for 
their purpole, defaming the Innocent, &e.. If you be- 
lieve me, ov vather if you believe in God, relingui{l 
immediately the Official’s Employ, an Office of Dam- 
nation, a Wheel of Evil, and-a Spirit of Giddinefs that 
avbirls you about to Vanities, pity your own Soul, and’ 
ehey the Lord, whom you cannot pleafe while you con- 
tinue in that Office of Damnation.. Mon- 
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-Monfieur des Rues has of a long timeen: 
deavoured to find out the true Reafon of 
the Injury done him: He knows that in 
Sanuary laft, after having feveral Times 
reprefented to His Eminency * the Con+ 
dition of a Curate {eparated from his 
Flock, and requefted Prieft’s Orders to ex- 
ercife his Functions, his Prayers and Tears 


could obtain no other Favour, but Permif- 


fion to make a juridical Demand for Leave 
_ to depart; that onthe twenty-fourth of the 


faid Month he recited to his Eminency his 


Confeflion of Faith in prefence of two No- 
taries, alfo produced Atteftations that were 
given of him for twenty-four Years paft, 
and confequently demanded Ordination, 


or Reafons for the Refufal: That upon en-- 
treating his Eminency on this Occafion to ° 


declare what detained his Goodnefs from 
him, this Prelate fo remarkable for his 
Clemency gave hima final Anfwer: That 


he had nothing to fay to him, and was not oblix | 


ged to give an account of his Behaviour . but to 
God alone: But this cannot be accounted a 
Crime, to maintain his Rights and defend 


his Innocence. Monfieur des Rues will 


ever regard the Authority of a Bifhop, 
whom he {till refpects as his Father; and 
under the Mifery of his Fetters that weigh 
him down, without having in his Heart 

: thote 


-* Cardinal de Noailles, Archbifhop of Paris. 


si 
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thofe Sentiments of Vengeance which E- 
fau conceived againft his Brother, he has 
- ftillthe Boldnefs, like that Son in difgrace, 
-to demand of him with the moft refpectful 
Confidence, If he has not one Bletfing left 
-to grant him: Num unam tantum benedidtio- 
nem babes, pater? Gen. XXvul. 38. 
_ This Paffage of Scripture calls to Mon-. 
_fieur des Rues's Remembrance, that in fome 
Zifcourfe where Monfieur Jfvire was men- 
tioned, he was heard to fay, it was fur- 
“prizing that a poor Prieft newly come 
from Provence fhould be fo quickly provi- 
ded of the Cure of St. Marine in Paris, and 
that, like Facob, with his {weet and cun- 
ning Words he had carried off the Blefling 
which fhould have been referved for the 
Children of the Diocefe. If thefe are the 
Crimes they would punifh in Monfieur 
des Rues, they fhould at leaft make men- 
tion of them in the Procefs. 

Monfieur des Rues comes now togive the 
Court an exact Account of the whole Pro- 
ceeding; and will leave no room to cen- 
fure the Sincerity of his Memorial, fince 
it is addreffled to Judgesfrom whom no- 
thing fhould be concealed, and before 
whom his Enemies fhould alfo give an ac- 
count of their Conduct. If Monfieur Jf 
foive defigned to give his Eminency a new 
Proof of the Zeal he had for his Service, 

upon this Occafion, ut is but Juftice to in- 
| | forma 
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form his Eminency of the fecret Springs 0) 
the Affair, to the end that his Deputy may 
obtain the Recompence he deferves, | 
. While Monfieur des Rues was in the Offi: 
ctalty Prifon, a Servant of that Court gave 
‘him. te underftand on the behalf of Mons 
fleur Ifoire, that if he wrote againft him 

-he would publifh the Depofitions: But iif 
the Defendant durft- prefume to ask 2 
Favour of him, it would be to print them, 
that the Publick might thereby know the 
Meannefs of the Witnefles, and the In+ 
juftice of thofe that fet them on. F 

‘ From the Twenty-fourth of Yauuary laff 
Monfieur des Rues’s Enemies continually 
reprefented to his Eminency, that the Step 
he took in regard to the Notaries was rafin 
and prefumptuous, For fome Time the 

_ Fire only hiffed and fimoaked , but ob-. 
ferve what gave Oceafion to its flaming 
out. | 
Le Fort having told Monfieur Dath thatt 
la Gautie, with whom fhe lodged, had! 
antroduced her to feveral Gentlemen, as a 
-Mifirefs, Monfieur des Rues opportunel’y 
reprimanded her for fo doing, and, im 
order to purge the City of fuch a Moniter,. 
he defired an Officer of Police to take 
Cognizance of her, and give an Accouritt 
of it to a Magiftrate. | 
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Upon this, that furious Woman, to: re~- 
venge herfelf of Monfieur des 
Rues,, wrote anonymous Letters hat save 
Deans ~ 4 Rife to the 
tohisEminency, fhe prefented ‘jie Pro 
Memorials: againft him to the ceeding. 
Oficial, and took upow herfelf ~* 
to fipply. Witneffes: for the Information ; 
and it was. this Woman known. through- 
out-all Paris for Sharping: and: Bawding, 
who firft began this Procefs, 
_. Monfieur Boyer, a Provincial Prieft; Af 
fiftant.in the Parifh of St. Paul, was pickt 
out by Monfieur Jfoire to make Inquiries: 
againit Monfieur des Rues: And fince this 
Inguifitor has {pread abroad fuch infamous: 
Calumnies, it is. but juft that: the World! 
fhould be informed of his Management. 
..There is a. particular Friend: of Mon- 
fieur des. Rues in the Parifh of St. Paul, 
as. remarkable for. his Probity, as his two. 
Daughters are for their Prudence. Mon-. 
fieur Boyer, Sollicitor of the Bufinefs, 
thinking that thefe young Women could not 
know Monfieur des Rues without knowing: 
Crimes of him, and that he mightitake: 
Advantage of the Tendernefs: of. their 
Confciences to engage them to {wear 
againft: him, entered privately into this 
Perfon’s Houfe on the Sixth of May laft. 
He caufed the two young Women to go 
into a Ground-Chamber, fhut himfelf up 
with them, and ftrove. to. irritate them: 
ae againit - 
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againft Monfieur des Rues by Sollicitations 
and Threats; and under pretence of {paring 
them the Shame of appearing in Court, he 
fhewed them a Paper full of Calumnies 
againft him, telling them that if they re- 
fufed to fign it, they fhould be committed 
to Prifon. Thefe young Women being 
frighted and moved with Indignation, 
an{wered that they could teftify no other- 
wife, than that they knew Monfieur des: 
Rues to be a very honeft Man; and upon 
their Mother’s coming in, Monfieur [oire 
was obliged to retire in Confufion. _ 
About the fame time Monfieur Boyer 
came to underftand that a wholefale Semp- 
ftrefs had fome Difputes about the Intereft 
of Money with Monfieur Merler ; upon 
which he went to fee her feveral Times: ) 
And to engage her to depofe againft Mef- | 
fieurs des Rues and Merlier, he remonftrated | 
to her, that if Monfieur Merlier was put 
under an Arreft, fhe might make a good. 
Hand of difcounting the Notes fhe had. 
given him; feeing he could no longer 
urge the Payment of them, and that: 
in other Refpects he would do her Ser-: 
vIce. 

On Monday the fixteenth of Aday the fame 
Inquifitor, after having fupped with two 
Matrons in the Ifle of St. Lewis, fent: 
to feek for two young Women, under 
pretence of Work, who had been fome- 

| timesi 


| OF SEDUCTION. 61 
times obferved to fpeak to Monfieur des 
Rues.” He employed all the Artifice he 
was Mafter of, to animate thofe two young 
Women againft the Defendant: But not 
being able to draw any Thing from them 
to his Prejudice, or keep them any lon- 
ger, when it had ftruck Eleven, he en- 
gaged them to come to his Houfe the 
next Day, where he renewed his Sollicita- 
tions and Threats, But all this Inquifitor’s 
Intrigues have been in vain; and if he 
has not fucceeded, he is neverthelefs guilty 
by having attempted to fuborn Witneffes. 
Subornans de attu fubornationis puniri poteft, 
etiamfi teftes recufaverint falfum  deponere. 
Bertaz. conf. 218. n. 6. 

The Confinement Monfieur des Rues has 
been hitherto under’has not given him 
Opportunity to difcover all the Intrigues 
of his Enemies: But it is evident, that 
all honeft People have attefted his good 
Behaviour, and that he has been con- 
demned upon the Depofitions of three 
-Perfons of Ill-Fame, who have laid fecret 
Faults to his Charge, which nobody ever 
heard talk of, and were tranfaGed two 
Years before according to their own Con- 
feffion. 

Some of Monfieur des Rues’s N eighbours 
having given him Notice of the Enquiry 
Monfieur Boyer made concerning him in the 
Neighbourhood, on Saturday May 13. he 
) | G went 
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‘went'tothe Houfe of Monfieur [foire, Vice 
Proctor, and. Curate of St. Marine's: He 
told him he was furprized at the Enquiryy, 
and came'to give him an Account of hiss 
Behaviour. Monfieur Jfoire received Mon-- 
fleur des Rues with an Appearance off 
Friendfhip, and told him feveral ‘Timess 
that he knew of nothing againft him, andi 
that if any Thing happened, upou his Hi- 
jour and the Faith of an honeft Man, he wouldi 
give him Notice of it. Monfieur des Rues,, 
who is fenfible that the Character of am 
honeft Man is not Falfhood ; that the Lan- 
suage of Chriftians fhould be Yea or Nays; 
that the Mouth of a:Prieft fhould be the 
San@uary of Truth, thought it behovedi 
dsim to rely on Monfieur [foire’s Word: Butt 
-3t is certain, that the Vice-Proctor two) 
Hours after iffued out a Procefs again 
Monfieur des Rues, and the Defendant wass 
arrefted the Day following. . 
On Sunday May 14. the Defendant wass 
carried to the Officialty-Prifon, aboutt 
Seven of the Clock in the Morning, where: 
he was refufed the Favour'to Near Mafs. 
In the Afternoon Monfieur des Rues wass 
brought before the Official,, 
‘dn Enquiry who queftioned him firit ass 
nA Hh to his Behaviowr among: 
re 5, the Clergy of St. Paul's Pa~ 
Years paft rifh from the Year 1708,, 
the Time of his Admittance: 
into) 
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into it, until the Year 1710, when he ° 


quitted it'to go to the Seminary of Sens : 
‘Thus Monfieur des Rues has been examined 
as to all the Circumftances of his Life: 
Tn anfwer to which, he had the Happinefs 
of being able to produce the Certificates of _ 
his Superiors, who at any Time had 
the Charge of his Behaviour. - 

- The Statute of Orleans, art.64, prohibits 
Proctors from afiifting at Re- : 
examinations and Confronta- Precedings 
tions; but it is well known, had ie 
that Monfieur [foire was with j,ary ws 
the Witnefles inthe Common- Szatute of 
Hall, and did not fuffer them, Orleans. _ 
to pafs into the Officials ~- 

Clofet till he had thoroughly inftructed 
them; and it is pofitively afferted, that on 
May 16. in the Morning he walked fome 
‘Time before the Gate of the Bifhop’s © 
Court, having on one Side the notorious ' 
‘Gautie, and on the other the infamous Ba- 
-ginville. oe 

~ The Official fpoke to Monfieur des 
Rues to employ a Proctor of the Court to 
prepare for his Defence, and the Defen- 
dant looked upon the quick Difpatch which 
this Judge offered to put to his Affair as a 
Proof of his Juftice and Candour: But an 
Officer of the fame Court informed Mon- 
fieur des Rues afterwards, that they in- 
ended atthat Time only to hurry over the 
et | G2. Form 
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Fornt of a Tryal, to procure the King’s: 
Warrant againft him: But on Mzy 17. the 
Court having taken Monfieur: 
A Defign #0 Jes Rues into its Protection by 
ruin Mon- § : ae 
four des - accepting his Appeal againit! 
Tee the Unlawfulnefs of the whole: 

Proceeding, and having figni-- 
fied the Arret-to the Clerk of the Bifbop’s= 

Court the fame Day, Monfieur des Rues’ss 
Enemies contrived another Way to ruim 
him, by calling in the Civil Magiftrates: 
againft him; and accordingly the Judges,, 
at Monfieur T/oire’s Requeft, came to the: 
Bifhop’s Court, May 18. to carry on the Tryall 
jointly with the Official, - 

They no longer advifed Monfieur des 

Rues to draw up his Anfwer ; the Pro¢tor: 
refufed to fee him, and only writ a Letter: 
to him, which Monfieur des Rues ftill keeps,, 
in which he fends him word, That the: 
Arret of the Court will only irritate the Judges 
againft him, and that he will proceed no far-* 
ther without being paid. This Letter is ge-- 
nuine,and fhews at the fame Time both the: 
Spirit of the Court, and the Covetoufnefs 
ef the Proctor, — | 7 : 

Monfieur Jfoire, without refle@ing that 
he fcandalifes the Church, defames his 

Function, and perfecutes his Brother, con-: 
tents himfelf with publifhing every where 
that the Proceeding is lawful. But if the 
Proceeding is of his Management, he has 
| -no) 
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no Reafon to complain if Monfieur des Ruses 
imputes all the Errors contained in it to 
fn Ne os : 
For in the Affair of Seanneton le Fort, 
and in the Note of fix Livres, either there 
is a Prerogative Cafe, or there is not. If 
there is not, Monfieur Jfoire isto blame 
for removing the Suit to the Civil Ma-— 
eiftrate, who cannot proceed againit an 
Ecclefiaftick, but in a Prerogative Cafe ; 
and if there is, we fhall farther fhew that 
the Proceeding is unlawful. , 

- According to the Laws, the Ecclefiaftica} 
Judge cannot of himfelf take Cog- : 
nizance of Prerogative Cafes, un- 2%ePro~ 

der Penalty of annulling his Pro- ee i 

ceeding. Purftiant to the Edict Ade 

of 1678. as foon as the Official 
meets witha Prerogative Cafe in the Courfe 
of the Information, he is obliged, under | 

Pain of Nullity, to call in the Secular 

Judges before the Re-examination. Thefe 

are the effential Rules of Proceeding, and — 
the legal Maxims which Monfieur Jfoire 
has violated, 


I. Judgment has been given againit 
_Monfieur des Rues by the Official alone,upom 
Prefentation of the Bill; notwithftanding 
that, according to the Statute of. 153° ,’ 
_ Art. 92. the Edict of Cremieux, Art.16. 4 ad 
of Reuffilln, Art, 10, the Cognizanc: of 
| | G 3 Bills 


66 The CASE 


Bills and Schedules can only be taken by: 
the Civil Magiftrate, — ee 


If. The proftituted Gautie, who gave: 
Information of the pretended Seduétion of: 
fe Furt, was re-examined and confronted, 
May 16. before the Sitting of the Civil! 
Magiftrate. It appears farther, that Mon-- 
fieur [foire was fenfible of the Tenour off 
the Edict of 1678. for, as Albexard told! 
Monfieur des Rues, the Mother Je Forr, the: 
Uncle ve Furr, and the faid Albezard were: 
re-examined two feveral Times, to. wit,, 
before the Official, May 16, and the: 
Civil Magiftrates in conjunétion with the: 
Official, May 22. But, if the Vice-Profor: 
was fenfible that the firft Re-examination: 
of the Evidences was void, and thought it: 
neceflary to have them examined a fee 
cond Time before the Royal Judges, he: 
miuft in confequence allow that the Re-. 
examination and Confrontation of Ja Gautie ; 
without the Civil Magiftrate’sConcurrence,, 
is null, and contrary to Law. And if 
the firft Re-examination was null, con-: 
formable to the Decree of 1678, becaufe 
it was done in the Civil Magiftrate’s Ab- 
fence, we may farther add, that, according 
to a Decree of 1670, the fecond Re-exami= 
nation was alfo null, fince this Decree, 
Tt. 15. Art. 6. prohibits the Re-examina- 
tions to be repeated. Bae 
Ta 
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In fhort, Monfieur des Rues cannot for- 

bear reflecting on what Albezard le Fort’s 

Uncle told him, viz. that he was fent for 

_ fix Weeks after the Confrontation,,. to fign 
fome Additions or Poft{cripts that were 
tacked to his Depofition: And the moft 
favourable Conjecture that can be made, 

is, that Monfieur Jfoire, upon his Search 
‘into the Method of Proceeding, difco- 
vered feveral Errors in it, and corrected 
them the beft he could. 

Tf the Defendant could unravel the 
Myftery of the Proceeding, he is fure he 
might difcover many Errors, as the Exa- 
mination of Witnefles without an Order 
from the Judge, and fuch like: But he 
will be able to make them appear, when 
the comes to plead his Appeal of Error, | 
and might actually affert that the Artifice 

has been ftretched to the Crime of For- 
gery. | 

For Ja Mace acknowledged at the Cen- 

frontation, that fhe had been = gyjdences 
Houfe-keeper tothe Hofpital for afiened to 
a long Time; neverthelefs, fhe fal/e Dwel- 
was affigned an Inhabitant of 48 _ 

Geoffroy-Lafuier-Street in St. Paul’s Parifh. 

Le Fort was in a Houfe of Refuge, 
May 20. when the Hofpital-Coach brought 
her to the Officialty, which is confirmed 
by her Mother’s Teftimony, who declared, 
May 22, that her Daughter was in the 
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Sifter-Hood. But her immediate Dwelling 
was affigned to Mondetour-Street. | 
 Laftly, Baber Bazinville was Prifoner in 
Fort-Leveque, when fhe was brought to 
Court, Fune 23. her Mother lived in Gra- 
_ tiere-Street, in the Ifle of St. Lewis; how 
came it then to pafs, can any one think, 
to denominate this young Woman as an 
Inhabitant of Swallow-Street, unlef$ to 
avoid inferting infamous Houfes in the 
Proceeding, which had been fufficient to 
deftroy the Depofitions of the Evidences? 
_ Monfieur des Rues has in his Poffeffion 
certain Summons’s given to the Witneffes, 
in which the Verger mentions the Order of 
M. the Lieutenant-Criminal, by way of 


Poftfcript, and exprefles the Date by three | 


Points; now, the Imputation of Ignorance 
is the fmalleft Fault that can be attributed 
to thefe Summons’s. : 

It is certain, that Judges, efpecially 


thofe of the Church, fhould be more in- - 


clinable to admit Circumftances which are 
likely to prove the Innocence of the De- 
fendant, than thofe that may prove him 


guilty ;-why then has not Monfieur [fiire — 


permitted one of all the Neighbours and 
honeft Folks, who have attefted the pru- 
dent Behaviour of the Defendant to be 
heard? And it muft be confeffed, that the 
Inquifitor Boyer has taken a deal of un- 
neceflary Pains, in fearching all the shee 

O : 
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ef Monfieur des Rues’s Neighbourhood, 
without finding any other Witnefles but 
thofe of his Integrity, which he did not 
feek for. , A 
Monfieur Lombard was cited , accordingly 
he appeared, and faid many Things in the 
Defendant’s Favour: But there was no 
Memorandum taken’ of his Declara- 

tion (a). | 7 
Mrs. Lombard, a Gentlewoman known 
to be fcrupuloufly virtuous, depofed that 
fhe knew Monfieur Merlier as being one 
of her Husband’s Friends, that fhe believed 
he was a very honeft Man, and had only 
7 heard 


(a) Non autem probo, imo deteftor quamdam 
practicam quam fervant multi Judices, parum ti- 
—mentes Deum, qui dum recipiunt ac {criptis redi- 
- gunt diGa teftium deponentium, ad informationem 
Curie, feribunt tantummodo’ea que faciunt pro 
Fifeo; & fiteftis aliquid dicat quod exgravet de- 
- Jinquentem, omittunt illud feribere: male enim 
faciunt, quia debent inveftigare veritatem tam 
pro Fifco quam contra Fifcum, neque aliquid 
omittere. Jul. Clar. lib. 5. fentent. q. 23. n. I. 


I deteft a certain Prafice which many Fudges retain, 
without the Fear of God,who while they write down the 
Depofitions of the Evidences for the Information of the 
Court, infert only thofe Things that make for the King ; 
and if aWitnefs fays any Thing that may excufe ibe 
Defendant, they neglect to write it: Truly they do ill, 
becaufe it behoves them to trace out the Truth, as well 
for as againft the King, and to omit nothing. 
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heard him utter a few waggifh Ex- 
preflions, though without Malice: But. 


the Clerk writ down very loofe Exprefiions, 


and in the Examination they queftioned- 


-Monfieur Merlier, if he had not uttered 


very lewd Words. The Proof of this 


 Circumftance is clear from the Procefs, 

where the Words very Joofe are ftill to be 

found, which Mrs. Lombard caufed to be 
razed upon her Re-examination. 

The Statute of 1670, Tit. 6. Art, §. or- 

_ dains, that Witneffes before 

The Proceeding their Depofition fhall be 

#5 contrary to . 

the Statuie of Queltioned whether they are 

1670. Menial, or’ Qut-Servants, 

otherwife their Depofition to 


become void, and Charges, Damage, and | 


Intereft "to be recovered of the Judge: 
But it 1s certain, that when Barbeler came 


to the Ecclefiaftical Court in order to de- 
pote, they never demanded of him if he - 


was a Domeftick of Monfieur des Rues, {ee- 
ing the Preamble to his Declaration makes 


no mention of that Condition; and itis). 
as certain, that he was Domeftick to him, — 
having acknowledged it himfelf upon his 


being upbraided with it. 

One of the Witneffes named Laxoriere, a 
defpicable Creature, having declared that 
the faid Barbelet had enquired her out 
with Defign to bring her to the Defen- 

dant's 
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dant’s Honfe, two Years before, Monfieur 
des Ruesfammoned the faid Barbeler to at- 
teft the Truth upon that Head, and the 
Man affirmed over and over again, that 
‘what Lazoriere faid was all a Slander. 
Monfieur des Rues demanded a Copy of 
this Declaration, but Monfieur the Vice 
gerent, who was upon the Bench at that 
Time, told him it was neceflary to take 
it in writing, feeing the {aid Barbelet had 
not been fummoned, but to confirm or 
invalidate what Laroziere had advanced, 
and that his Silence was fufficient to 
annul her Depofition: But as the Law 
ordains that every Word fhal] be written 
that is uttered at the Time of Confronta- 
‘tion, confequently they fhould have ta- 
ken a Mefnoraudum of Barbelee’s Afhirma- 
tion, and not have contented themfelves 
with paffing him by. 

The Depofition of this antient Do- 
meftick, reminds Monfieur ws 
des Rues of the Prodigies and a bed ah 
“Miracles that are contained a ccched 
in the Proceeding ; for the jn the Proceed- 
faid Barbelet, aged feventy ing. 
(ix Years, is almoft deaf, his 
Sight extremely decayed, and his Memo- 
‘ry weakned to the laft Degree by the | 
Weight of Years: But they make him fee 
inthe thickeft Darknefs of the moft ob- 
{eure Night, they make him hear like a 

Pie, | young 
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‘young Man that has all his Senfes in full 
Perfection, and give him a Prefence off 
Mind capable of recollecting Gallantries: 
which they fuppofe were tranfacted twa 
Years before. 2 

They reprefent Libertines with Tears: 
in their Eyes ata Time when they carried! 
their Lewdnefs to fuch a Pitch as to glory 
in the very acting of it; and notwith-- 
ftanding the Depofition makes Mention off 
their weeping, Monfieur des Rues faw no-- 
thing elfe in their Countenances butt 
Mirth and Gladnefs, | 

In fhort, Girls who can neither read! 
nor write, have learned from the eccle-: 
fiaftical Court, to become elegant Poets: 
and fluent Orators. Infomuch, that there: 
may be found in Monfieur Jfoire’s Pro- 
ceedings the Gift of Miracles, the Gift of” 
Tears, and the Gift of Tongues: But it 
had been more becoming to have found 
therein the Gift of Truth, and the Gift . 
of Charity. | 

Monfieur des Rues remembers a Paflage 
in the Depofition of Le Roy, jun. who 
complaining of the hard Bargain fhe fup- 
pofes fhe had made with the Defendant, 
 declaims in the Stile of an Orator, that the 
Sieur des Rues, when he tendered her the Bill, told 
ber that it was but a Trifle, to what he intend- 
ed to do for her , that fhe vefufed it a long Time : 
But at length being obliged to comply through 

? | the 
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the Weight of her Neceffities, and being flattered. | 
“with the Hopes of farther Succour which {be ex~ 
petted to find in his unbounded Generofity, fhe 
_thinks ber felf obliged, by the Oath fhe*has taken 
an the Prefence of Almighty God to conftfs the 
“Truth, though {be cannot utter it without Con- 
fusion, and burfting into Tears, that fhe did, &C. 

We would know of Monfieur [ffoire how | 
this young Woman, who calls her felf the 
Daughter of a poor Vine-dreflér, and can- 
not read, has found out fuch well-dif 
pofed Phrafes: But the Actor was to play 
the Part of a virtuous young Woman who 
had been over-reached, and the ready 
Prompter furnifhed her with elevated Sen- 
timents, quaint Expreffions, and peniten- 
tial Tears. However, Monfieur J/vire 
fhould be informed, that in Depofitions 
the Stile ought to be plain and fimple, 
becaufe Simplicity is the Companion of 
Truth; and fhould be drawn fuitable 
to the Capacity (a) of thofe who are the 
_ Deponents. | 


H : At 


(a) Judices in capiendis informationibus debent 
feribi tacere quidquid deponunt teftes, tain con- 
_tra reum quam ad fui faverem, & etiam contra 

Fifcum ; nec aliquid debent addere, vel diminuere 
2 depofitionibus teftinum, fed atreftationes fuas, fe. 
-cundum corum yerba materna & prout diGa funt 
«per eos extendi facere, & non aliter: alias mee é 
erunt gehenne. Follery in pra. crimin, n. 54. 
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At length Monfieur J/foire, tired with 
Bae the Pains he had taken fort 
Contrivance of tyro Months to form a Procefs,, 

Monfieww VW hich he looked upon as 
foire to fup- : ; : pon as 
prefs the De- Mafter-piece in the Functiom 
fence of the of his Vice-Prottorfhip, gave 
Accufed. the Defendant notice to put im 
his Aufwer. Upon which Monfieur des Ruess 
delivered it accordingly, Sune 30. Butt 
the fame Night about Nine of the Clock,, 
Monfieur [fvire went to the Houfe of Mon- 
fieur Frain, Monfieur des Rues’s-Prottor, andl 
in concert with the faid Frain, he tore offi 
the Explication inferted at the Conclufiom 
of the Memorials, and even of the origi~ 
nal one that was lodged in the faid Proctor’: 
Hands. Monfieur Frain, whofe Integrity 
the Defendant cannot chufe but applaud), 
brought, himfelf, to Monfieur des Rues, the: 
cancelled Papers; upon which the Defen- 
dant complained to his Eminency, that thee 
Expedients of his Defence were rejected), 
and the Titles of his Juftification torn andi 
difmem-- 


A 


When Witneffes ave givizg in their Informations, thee 
Fudges foould caufe whatever they fay to be writ downy, 
as well in favour of ihe Defendant as againft him, ance 
alfo againft the Crown, neither foould they add any) 
ahing to ihe Depofitions, or diminifh from them, buv 
draw them according to their original Words, and exe 
adly as they were delivered , otherwife the Suit wil! 
“Be perplexed wiih Intricacies. ah 
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difnembered, though facred in.themfelves 
by the Rules of Juftice. Upon this Mon- 


- fieur Frain was ordered to continue his Af- 


_ fiduity for Monfieur des Rues’s Service, and 


his Memorial was prefented a fecond Time; _ 


all which was proved at his Trial, one half 
of the torn Page being ftill to be feen, and 
Monfieur Frain’s firlt Subfcription blotted 
out. as | 
tuly 5. Monfieur des Rues underwent the 
daft Examination, when a ftrict Scrutiny was 
made into the very IJuten oy ne tondant 
“rious, and moft fecret Thoughts js gueftioned as 
of his Soul, without confider- to bis Inten- 
ing, that God alone is the tions. 

Searcher of Hearts, and that the Church can- 
not judge the inward Recefles of the Soul: 
Ecclefia non judicabit de internis. The Off- 
cial put the Queftion home to Monfieur 
des Rues, whether. he had not changed a 
Chapel that belonged to him at S. Germain 
LV Auxerrois for another fituated in the Dio- 
cele of Beauvais, with Intention to take Ad- 
vantage of that Prelate’s Candour, to ob- 
tain Prieft’s Orders; and upon Monfieur 


des Rues making anfwer, that fuppofing he — 


did fo, it was not done by him only, but 
otten practifed in the Diocefe of Paris in 
. favour of many Clergymen, whe fo con- 
trived-it in Spite of their Bifhops; the 
_ Official peremptorily required him to de- 
clare his Intention, in default of which he 
i" ras rH threatened 


~ 


Ri 
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threatened to give Fudement again{t him ;; 
but the Defendant thought proper to an- 
{wer warily, by protefting againff the Fude- 
ment, referving to himielf the Declaratiom 
of his Intentions to his Confeflor only. 

At the fame Examination Monfieur des: 
Rues demanded of the Official a Copy off 
certain Evidences in this Procefs, as firftt 
the Depofition of Barbeler, done before the 
Vicegerent, and that of Feanxeton le Fort,, 
fiworn before the Official. Care was pe- 
culiarly taken to write down all that the 
Defendant propofed, nay, moreover, they 
were fo fenfible of the Juftice of his De- 
mands, that they thcught proper to give 
Fudgment againit him without having re~ 
ecard to his Requefts, or without doing him 
-Juftice. as to what he required. SS 

Monfieur be as sie was no- 

ape tified to the Defendant, Suly 

te ; os eae 6. about nine of the Clack it 
ala: Night, againft which he enter-: 
ed a Proteft, and was immedi- 

ately removed to the Prifon of the Chatelet.. 
The Common-Hall Gates were opened to) 
colleg&t the Populace whom the Rain had! 
difperfed, and the Defendant was by thatt 
ameans made a Spectacle to two hundred! 
People and upwards: But the Remem- 
brance of our Bleffed Lord, who was re- 
viled in the Palace of the High-Prieft,, 
animated Monfieur des Rues with Chriftiam 
Patience :: 


of SEDUCTION. Th 
Patience; and the Chains of his Captivi- 
ty only confirmed the Cruelty of his Ene- 
mies, : 7 | 
It was Monfieur Maurice, titular Verger 
‘of the Cathedral of Parisand | leoete 
Senior of the Sergeants of the pee Me ay 
Officialty, who removed Mon- the King's Pri~ 
fieur des Rves to the Prifon of fon, 
the Grand Chatele, But we 
would fain know by what Authority he 
could confine the Defendant at the Requeft 
of the King’s Proctor only, whofe Orders he 
is not empowered to execute ; fince theProc- 
tor-Royal had no Hand in the Proceeding, 
and even refufed to be concerned in it, by 
Virtue of the Official’s Sentence, which does 
not make the leaft Mention of his Power ; 
but more efpecially fince not any Official 
has a Right to confine a Clergyman ina 
Prifon belonging to the Civil Magiftrate. 
The Authority of the Ecclefiaftical Judge 
terminated with his Sentence; it belonged 
to the King’s Proctor to take care of the 
Defendant’s Removal ; and that Step 
fhould not have been taken by any other 
but a Civil Officer: In fhort, the Vice- 
Proctor 1s not to appear in a Court of 
Civil Juftice but to make Interceffion, 
and not to put a Brother in Chains with 
his own Hands, whofe Deftruction he had 
_ fworn, | | 


We oe 
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~. It feemed probable, that the Sentence: 
; of the Officialty might have: 
ie dears put an End to the Officioufnets: 
nues bis Per. Of Monfieur Jf ive. But the: 
feution. _ Vile Character of the Witnef- 
fes whom he had employedl 
daily renewed his Inquietude ; in fo much,, 
that after Monfieur des Rues was turned 
over to the Civil Magiftrate, the Vice-Proc- 
tor continued to make Inquifition after 
him. it will be fufficient at prefent to 
mention a Counfellor, as remarkable for 
his Integrity as his Learning, in whofe 
Company he inveighed moft bitterly a-- 
gainit Monfieur des Rues, in hopes of ma~ 
king him lof an old Friend, whofe Ser-- 
vice he ftood fo much in need of. 
But behold anew Stratagem: Tohave a 
‘A violent Step Friend{bip for Monfieur des Ruers, 
of Monfieurl- 35 to be Monfieur Jfoire’s {worn 
ee sagaint Enemy. For, in Fuly lait: 
an oufe- ey RG «| 
eer Friend Monfieur Ja Martinieve, einge 
to Monfieww With fome good Company im 
desRues. the Garden of the Ifle Lowzvier- 
he faw a young Woman, named Axgelicar 
Daniel, who was proftituting her felf in a 
Room with one Letang, a Woollen Draperé: 
Prentice, and accompanied: by. her’owm 
Mcther: Two of the Gentlemen out of 
Curiofity drew near the Scene of Actiom. 
and the little Punk being furprized in am 
indecent Pofture, her infamous Parentt 
| whe 
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who fiood Pimp, not being able tomake 
any Excufe, thought it her beft Way to 
{cold at the two Gentlemen; who inftead 
of returning her any Anfwer, gave hera 
~ Box on the Ear, which was looked uponas 
the juft Reward of her Infolence, and fhe 
was. obliged to withdraw in Confufion, 
This Woman went the next Day to the !n- 
~ quifitor Boyer, ‘and he himfelf attended her 
to a Commiffary to make her Complaint: 

But it being obvious that a clear Under- 
- ftanding of this Affair had turned to Mon- 
fieur Iffvire’s Difadvantage, by difcovering 
the Bafenefs of the Witneffes, that crafty 
Prieft reprefented to the Magiftrates, that 
two worthy Perfons had been infulted for 
~ no other Reafon, but becaufe they had de- 
' -pofed againft two Ecclefiafticks who were 
under Profecution; that his Eminency in 
order to uphold the Authority of hisCourt, 
demanded the King’s Warrant againft the 
Gentlemen who were at that time in Com- 
‘pany, and accordingly the Warrant was 
eranted ; and on the Firft Day of Auguft 
Monfieur Martiniere was arrefted at the 
King’s Suit, and carried to Fort-Leveque. 

' The Imprifonment of this Gentleman, 
- who had a large Family, was the more 
- melancholy, becaufe the Misfortune of 
the Times had reduced him to live upona 
..fmall employ. His difconfolate Wife im- 
mediately implored the Protection of Mon- 
es Ee fleur 
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‘fieur d Ombrevalle, who advifed her to ad- 
drefs herfelfto his Eminency, or to Mon- 
fieur [ffoire. She followed that Magiftrate’s 
Directions, and went inftantly to the 
Vice-Proctor’s Houfe, who informed her, 
without doubt, that he was the Perfon who 
caufed her Husband to be arrefted, and 
intended to have him punifhed for inful- 
ting Angelica Dauiel and «her Mother , 
whom he took undez his Protection, as being 
Evidences in a Caufe under his Jurifaic- 
tion. _ Mrs. Martiniere obferved to him, 
that the Wench was very unworthy of his 
Protection, feeing her lewd Life was fo. 
publickly known, and that fhe-had the: 
Character of a thorough-paced Strumpet in 
all Kinds of Debauchery. Monfieur [fire 
exclaimed vehemently againft thofe Re-. 
monftrances, and refufed to fet her Huf-, 
-band at liberty, but upon condition that 
fhe fhould {peak well of that young Wo-. 
man, who, he faid, ought to be refpected as: 
being an Evidence of the Officiaky. The def-- 
pairing Wife hafted with her Children to: 
throw herfelf at his Eminency’s Feet, and. 
to requeft her Husband at his Hands. The: 
Tears of her numerous Family having: 
moved his Grace to Compatiiion, he told. 
them that he had no hand in Monfieur: 
Martinieres Imprifonment ; and. having: 
-fent for Monfieur Zfoire, he ordered him to: 
gohimfelf and follicit M.d Ombrevalle to ri 
| tne) 
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the Prifoner at liberty; which was not 
agreed to till the eighteenth of the faid 
Month: So that Monfieur Ja Martiniere con- 
‘tinued eighteen Days fettered ina Prifon, 
where his Children never came to fee him, 
unlefs to pierce him with their Cries, and 
fearing the Lofs of his Employ, which 
was the only Support of his Family. 
The Recital of this Affair is true beyond 
'ContradiGion, Monfieur des Rues having 
had all the Circumftances of it from the 
Mouth of Mrs. Ja Martiniere. , 
Is it not evident from hence, that Mon- | 
fieur Ifvire has abufed the Authority of | his 
~Eminenyy? Has he not vilified the Honour 
of the Clergy? And has he not oppreffed 
an innocent Family, to become the Advo- 
cate of abandoned Women? Monfieur 
des Rues pardons from the Bottom of his 
Heart the paffionate Expreflions he has 
vented againft him in Company of Madam 
de Valmon and others, when ftamping his 
Foot on the Ground he cried out, that he 
would crufh him to pieces, and utterly deftroy 
him. But in juftice he fhould fpare his 
Friends, and turn all his Anger againft 
him only, fince himfelf was to be made 
the Object of his Revenge. | 
As People of Reputation have juftly 
complained of Monfieur Ifoire, fo thofe of 
.a mean Character who have appeared a- 
_ gainft the Defendant cannot enou$h ie 
| | is 
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his Good-will towards them. ‘feanueton le 
Fort has taken fhelter under his Prote¢tion,, 
and Nobody is allowed to fpeak with herr 
but himfelf; fo that a venerable Prieft ,, 
who went to talk with her on the twenty-- 
third of Augu/? laft, was told, that he muft 
firft have an Order from the Vice-Prodor. 

He entered Angelica Daniel one of the 
Community of the Sifterhood of St. Mar- 
tha in the Suburb of St. Anthony : But as hee 
defigned by this means, though in vain, 
to reclaim her from her lewd Behaviour., 
it is plain that he had no grounds to infif 
on her Honefty: For like Quartilla in Pee 
tronius, fhe has forgot that ever fhe was a 
Maid, and the Remembrance of her paffi 
Crimes, which Charity forbids us to reveal. 
makes the whole Neighbourhood fhe lived 
_in confider her as a Nurfery of Lewdnefs; 

The unhappy Gavie is univerfally 
known, the whole City has rung again 
with her Debaucheries ; both Religious anc 
Civil Magiftrates are informed of her 
loofe Carriage: But Monficur J/foire thoughit 
he was obliged in Honour to prote¢t her’ 
and indeed ifthe had not defended hen 
Conduct, fhe had been long fince turnec 
out of Doors by her Landlady. 

Thus has Monfieur Jfozre publickly de 
-clared himfelf the Patron of Proftitutes: 
and cannot deny but that he has often bee1 
at la Gautie’s Lodgings ; Like him we read o) 

i! 
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in the Life of Robert d’ Arbricelle, who was 
for eftablifhing a new Species of Martyrs 
ain the Church; and like another in the 
Life of St. Vitallian, who frequented the 
Stews in order to gain Experience; from 
whence we are taught to revere every 
‘Tranfaction of the Saints. Monfieur Ifeire 
cannot therefore take it ill if he fhould be 
told, that he is looked upor as a beautiful 
and fragrant Flower, though his Root may 
be inthe Dunghill; or rather like the Sux 
which penetrates into the moft filthy Places, 
without rebating his Purity or Splendor, 
Dicife of Monfieur des Rues often com- 
Monfieuy Plained that they brought Nobody 
Ifoire to appear againft him but Profti- 
refuted. tutes, whom he either had not 
any Knowledge of, or no other than by the 
{candalous Character they bore in his Neigh- 
bourhood. Monfieur Jfoire excufed him- 
felf, by alledging they were neceflary A- 
gents; that is to fay, the ready way to- 
ruin the Defendant, was to procure Wit- 
nefles whom they could document as they 
pleafed ; and fo far Monfieur des Rues a- 
grees with him, that wicked Perfons are 
the moft neceffary Agents to depofé againft 
the Truth. But the moft juftifiable Me- 
thod to have known whetherM onfieur des 
Rues was fufpected of harbouring loofe Wo- 
‘men in his Apartments, or whether he co- 
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habited with them elfewhere, was to have: 
confulted his Neighbours ; and to be infor- 
med of the Reafon why Feanneton le Forti 
abfented from Home, they fhould have 
examined Monfieur Dath, under whole 
Roof the firft Plan of this Plot was concer-- 
ted and put in execution. The way to 
have known whether fhe was a credible 
Witnefs, was to have examined the Per-- 
fons mentioned in her Depofition, theyy 
were the fitteft Witnefles to difcover thee 
Truth, as being well informed of the Cir-- 
cumftances they enquired into, and hadi 
-4t in their Power.either to difprove.or con-- 
firm this Deponent’s Affertions: But fuch 
Witnefles would have upheld Monfieur 
des Rues’s Integrity, while thefe fought onlyy 
for convenient Evidences to deftroy him. - 
If Monfieur Jfoire had any Defign to 
enquire into Monfieur des Rues’s Life and! 
Converfation, he fhould have confultec 
the Curates, Doétors, Vicars-General anc 
Principals of Colleges, who were well ac» 
quainted with his Condua, and whofe Tef- 
timonials of his Behaviour for twenty-foun 
Years paft Monfieur des Rues has productd 
‘Alfo the Noblemen in whofe Families he 
thas had the Honour to refide, the many 
eminent Clergyman who have been his 
Friends: In a word, all the Perfons of! 
Honour and Piety who have been daily 
| | Wit: 
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. Witnefles of his decent Behaviour. . Thefe 
_are the Evidences they fhould have applied - 
_themfelves to, and not to common Prof 
titutes, whofe Teftimony ts rejected by the 
. Authority of all the Laws (a), and with 
whom Nobody can fay Monfieur des Rues 
_ever changed a Word. | 3 
_. It muft be allowed, that fometimes there 
_is a Neceffity to admit the Depolitions of 
_exceptionable Witnefles: But the’ moft 
Learned of the Law hold, that it fhonld 
not be permitted but upon thefe Condi- 
tions; viz. I. When the Truth cannot be 
difcovered by any other Methods. If. 
_When they are Parties in the Cafe they 
spe gS z appear 


_. (a) Teftes autem confiderantur natura & vita - 
vita, fi innocuus & integer aGu; nam ‘fi yita bo- 
na defuerit, fide carebit. Cap. Forus dé yetb. 

fignif. decret. lib. 5. cap. go, HO") . 

Witneffes are to be confidered as to their Qualities 
and as to their Manner of Life. Whether theiy Beha- 
viour be innocent and upright , for if their Morals be 
bad, their Credit cannot be depended BE re 


Mezeray, im his Hiftory of France, gato. Vol. 1. 
p: 486. {peaking of the Difcipline of the Church in the 
» Eighth Century, and of the Cuftoms of France in re- 
 fpect to the trying of Ecclefiafticks, fays, that vile and 
exceptionable Perfons were not permitted to appear a- 
gainft them, that there was a Neceflity for 72 unex- 
_ceptionable Witneffes to convif a Bifbop, 40 for a Prieft, 
3 1 Jor a Deacon, and fewen for thofe of an inferior 
. Rank. | 
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appear for. II. When there is but one: 
-falfe Step to be Laid to their Charge. “IV. 
People of tainted Reputations are deemed! 
Fnemies to Honour and ‘Truth in fo greatt 
a Deeree, that their Atteftations are nott 
to be credited, unlefs they confirm the 
-“Veracity of what they affert by endurings 
“the Raek. V. The Lawyers farther main+ 
tain, that the Teftimony of any Numben 
of fuch-like Witnefies fhall not amount tc 
a Proof againft the Perfon accufed (a). 
Now if we apply thefe Maxims to Mons 
“fleur Ifoire’s Proceeding, ‘what Opinior 
“mutt we have of thofe {candalous Witnel! 
{es who fpeak of Faults committed, as they) 
fuppofe, upwards of two Years ago, anc 
only bring themfelves ‘to Shame in oper 
Court, if they had Grace enough to be a: 
fhamed of it; they are the only Voucher: 
in their own (4) Caufe, and expect to be 
3 believec 
(a) In cafibus in quibus teftes inhabiles:admitt 
runtur, non probant plene, fed folum faciunt qua 
“Jém qualem probationem. Arét. in cap. Cum nuns 
Sus Gramm. conf. 39. % 12. Alex. conf. 64, Cece 
In Cafes where improper Witnefes are admitted: 
their Depofitions do not amount to a convincing Prodft 
but only inake a doubtful one. . bs 
 (b) Gratian in bis Decree, Conf.-15. Queft. 33 
eftablifbes this Maxim, That a Woman is not to b) 
‘believed who accufes a Clergyman of having bad carnas 
Commerce with her, unlefs there are other Proof! 


Arought to juptify the Afertion 
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believed on their bare Word, .their Habr-, 
tations are Houfes of Refkraint, where 
their lewd Courfes have brought. them ; 
they prevaricate and contradict them-. 
felves; they have been fought, for, fol-— 
licited, wheedled and threatened; in 
fine, they have all the Properties that com-. 
pleat vile Women.and falfe Witnefles. 
There never was the leaft Complaint. 
heard againft Monfieur des Rues till the 
Month of. May laf... The Fourteenth of. 
the faid Month, which was the Day of hs 
Imprifonment, was the Commencement 
of the Scandal that has happened, to. the 
Church, occafioned by the Procefs carried 
on againft him. And here Monfieur des 
Rues may properly apply the Words of. 
Nicholas de Clamengis, Archdeacon of Bay- 
eux inthe time of Charles VI. who complain- 
ed, that the falfe Zeal of Prottors often gave 
rife to great Evils in the Church, 
~ Charles VILL. An. 1485. in order to fup= 
prefs the Injuftice. or indifcreet Officiout> 
nefs of thofe miftaken Zealots commanded 
his Ecclefiaftical Proctors to ailift every 
W7ednefday and Saturday at the Officialty. And 
as Monfieur Jffoire is a Provincial Prieft, he 
muuft allow Monficur des Rues to put him 
in mind of the Regulation of 1535: which 
Francis I, made. particularly againft Pro- 
- wincial Prottors, in, which, Art..27.1t was 
ordained that the King’s Proctor fhould, in- 
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{pect the Regifters and Proceedings of the 
Provincial Officialties once a Week. | 
‘ Hence we may fee that long before this 


time of Day our Kings have been of Opi- | 
nion, that their Subjects ftood in need of 
_ the Civil Magiftrates Protection to reform - 
the Abufes of Ecclefiaftical Proceedings. 
Monfieur Jfoire therefore cannot blame. 
the Defendant for having cited him to. 
appear before the Secular Judges, who 
are the Sovereign Umpires of the Nation, 
and Guardians to the Canons of the Church. 


He takes him to be his only Adverfary,. 


feeing he makes it his fole Bufinefs to pro’ 


fecute the Suit, whereof he has been the 
only Promoter, as alfoof his Imprifonment: 
m the common Jayl, . 
_-Monfieur des Rues, far from dreading» 
the Power of the Magiftrates who are 
charged . with —publick. Punifhments, «is 
pierced with a deep Senfe of the moft: re= 


{peciful Acknowledgment toward them; - 


becaufe he confiders them as Protectors 
come to his Affiftance, and not -as his 
Accufers, | | . ere 
 TheReigns of Princes are diftinguifhed by 
the Glory of their Victories, the Diftharge 
of a Magiftrate’s Employ by the Equity of 
his Judgments ; and the Epifcopacy of Bi- 
thops is immortalized by the Proofs: of 
their Charity +: How much then will Pofte- 
rity be confounded to find, that es 
Ow sw 44 an 


es 


of SEDUCTION. 8g 
and Graduate in Divinity, ‘who had fo 
fair a Reputation in the World, was ar-~ 
refted, perfecuted, and crufhed, without 
receiving the leaft previous Advice, in _ 
the Time of a Bithop fo remarkable for 
his Goodnefs ? 

-Monfieur Jfoire, Vice-Proétor and Cu- 
rate of St. AZarine, forefees already, that 
the Juftice of this awful Tribunal will 
deftroy all his Hopes of Triumph, and 
prove a Bar to his Animofity ; he is fen-- 
fible that there is no Prerogative Cafe in| 
the Procefs, and that there are divers Er- 
rors in the Courfe of his Proceeding ; he* 
alfo knows that the Defendant has moved: 
for Leave to make Proof of feveral Facts’ 
related in this Memorial. For which Rea- 
fons he places his chief Truft in an Or- 
der from the higher Powers, with which 
he threatens Monfieur des Rues, intending. 
to ftop his Mouth, and put him out of a 
Condition to purfue- his: Defence. But 
fince the Court has taken the Defendant 
under its Protection, by bringing before 
themfelves the Cognizance of his Affair, 
and permitting him: to chufe whom: he 
pleafes for his Advocate, Monfieur [oire 
fhould prepare to give an Account of his 
Conduct before thofe Magiftrates, and not 
endeavour to force a Clergyman from 
the Protection of thofe Fathers of the 
, 2 FitK | TR. People, 
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People, who. has no: other Profpect of Re- . 
fuge but from their Authority and Juftice., 

Monfieur des Rues, amidft the Horrors of . 
thePrifon wherein he is confined, ceafés not - 
toimplore Grace of the Lord, and Juftice-of - 
the Magiftrates, Proftrating himfelf before | 
the King of Kings and Judge of Judges, 
comforted by the generous Hope which. 
Religion infpires| him with, he continually , 
reprats thofe excellent Words which the 
Royal Prophet made ufe of in the Time. 
of his Perfecution, according to the Hebrew 
Text, Fudge me, O Lord, plead my Canfe, be- 
my Advocate and my Fudge; deliver me from 
this mercilels and uncharitable Generation 5 fuc- 
cour me againft the envious and perverfe Mau, 
Pfal, 42. : | . 


5 oe, ‘ened, 


DeEs Ru Es de Boudreville. 


“M.DitREs, Advocate. 
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